QeneraC Courts eC 
University of Oregon 



From: Glazier, Mike f mailto:GtazieM@bsk.com] 
Sent: Thursday, April 19, 2012 7:43 AM 

To: Randy Geller 

Cc:| 

Subject: RE: Privileged Attorney-Client Communication 




Randy Geller 
General Counsel 
University of Oregon 



On Apr 18, 2012, at 9:14 AM, "Glazier, Mike" < GlazieM@bsk.com > wrote: 




Hi Mike et al, 



Hope all is well. Mike, just to expand upon my v/m late yesterday. In recognizing we have not been 
strictly adhering to the timeline that was part of the original documents provided (attached), I wanted to 
get your thoughts/reaction to the following adjusted game-plan. By day's end Monday April 23 fd , I'll 
send for your review some draft narratives that typically accompany the proposed findings in a 
Summary Disposition Report. By day's end April 30 th , you send for my review your suggestions, your own 
draft narratives, etc. Does that sound like a workable plan? Please advise accordingly. 



Much appreciated. 

Sincerely, 

Steve 
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Randy Geller 



From: 

Sent: 

To: 

Cc: 

Subject: 



Randy Geller 

Thursday, April 19, 2012 1:00 PM 







Glazier, Mike; | 





|; Piller, Kieran 
Re: Privileged Attorney-Client Communication 



On Apr 19, 2012, at 12:33 PM, 



wrote: 




On Apr 19, 2012, at 12:07 PM, Randy Geller wrote: 




Handy (getter 
QeneraC CounseC 
University of Oregon 



From: Glazier, Mike lmailto:GlazieM(5)bsk.coml 
Sent: Thursday, April 19, 2012 7:43 AM 
To: Randy Geller 

Cc: | |; B I I Pi " er ' ,<ieran 

Subject: RE: Privileged Attorney-Client Communication 




From: Randy Geller rmailto:rgeller@uoreqon,edu1 
Sent: Wednesday, April 18, 2012 5:58 PM 
To: Glazier, Mike 

Cc: | |Pitler, Kieran 

Subject: Re: Privileged Attorney-Client Communication 



Mike, 



Randy Geller 
General Counsel 
University of Oregon 



On Apr 18, 2012, at 9:14 AM, "Glazier, Mike" < GlazieM(Sbsk.com > wrote: 




Hi Mike et al, 



Hope all is well. Mike, just to expand upon my v/m late yesterday, tn recognizing we have not been 
strictly adhering to the timeline that was part of the original documents provided (attached), I wanted to 
get your thoughts/reaction to the following adjusted game-plan. By day's end Monday April 23 rd , I'll 
send for your review some draft narratives that typically accompany the proposed findings in a 
Summary Disposition Report. By day's end April 30 th , you send for my review your suggestions, your own 
draft narratives, etc. Does that sound like a workable plan? Please advise accordingly. 

Much appreciated. 

Sincerely, 

Steve 



* 
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Rand^Geller 



From: Randy Geller 

Sent: Thursday, April 19, 2012 12:08 PM 

To: 'Glazier, Mike' 

Cc: ^HHB piller < Kieran 

Subject: RE: Privileged Attorney-Client Communication 



"Randy QeCCer 
CjeneraC CounseC 
University of Oregon 



From: Glazier, Mike rmailto:GlazieM(g)bsk.com1 
Sent: Thursday, April 19, 2012 7:43 AM 

To: Randy Geller 

Cc:| (; Piller, Kieran 

Subject: RE: Privileged Attorney-Client Communication 



ike 



From: Randy Geller rmailto:rqeHer@uoregon.edu1 
Sent: Wednesday, April 18, 2012 5:58 PM 

To: Glazier, Mike 

Cc: 1 |; Piller, Kieran 

Subject: Re: Privileged Attorney-Client Communication 



Mike, 



Randy Geller 
General Counsel 
University of Oregon 

On Apr 18, 2012, at 9:14 AM, "Glazier, Mike" < GlazieM@bsk.com > wrote: 



From: Puffin, Steve [ mailto:sdufT1n@ncaa.orq 1' 
Sent: Wednesday, April 18, 2012 8:57 AM 

To: Glazier, Mike 

Cc: ^■■■■■■■^■[^■^■i 

Subject: FW: Finalized initial SDR mailing in Oregon 



Hi Mike etal, 



Randy Geller 



Sent* 

To: 

Cc 

Subject: 



Randy Geller 

Wednesday, April 18, 2012 3:58 PM 
Glazier, Mike 

H; Piller, Kieran 
Re: Privileged Attorney-Client Communication 



Randy Geller 
General Counsel 
University of Oregon 

On Apr 18, 2012, at 9:14 AM, "Glazier, Mike" < GlazieM(5)bsk.com > wrote: 




From: Duffln, Steve r mailto:sduffin(5)ncaa.orq1 
Sent: Wednesday, April 18, 2012 8:57 AM 
To: Glazier, Mike 

Subject: FW: Finalized initial SDR mailing in Oregon 
Hi Mike etal, 

Hope all is well. Mike, just to expand upon my v/m late yesterday. In recognizing we have not been strictly adhering to 
the timeline that was part of the original documents provided (attached), I wanted to get your thoughts/reaction to the 
following adjusted game-plan. By day's end Monday April 23 rd , I'll send for your review some draft narratives that 

review your suggestions, your own draft narratives, etc. Does that sound like a workable plan? Please advise accordingly. 



Much appreciated. 
Steve 



Hope all is well. Mike, just to expand upon my v/m late yesterday. In recognizing we have not been strictly adhering to 
the timeline that was part of the original documents provided (attached), I wanted to get your thoughts/reaction to the 
following adjusted game-plan. By day's end Monday April 23 rd , I'll send for your review some draft narratives that 
typically accompany the proposed findings in a Summary Disposition Report. By day's end April 30 th , you send for my 
review your suggestions, your own draft narratives, etc. Does that sound like a workable plan? Please advise accordingly. 

Much appreciated. 

Sincerely, 

Steve 
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Randy Geller 



From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Cc: 

Subject: 



Randy Geller 

Wednesday, December 14, 2011 12:06 PM 
I; Glazier, Mike 




RE: Confidential - Attorney-Client Communication 



'Randy CjeCCer 
CjeneraC CounseC 
University of Oregon 




On Dec 14, 201 1, at 1 1 :39 AM, Glazier, Mike wrote: 



From: Thurnes, Jackie r mailto:ithurnes(a)ncaa.orQ] 
Sent: Wednesday, December 14, 2011 1:07 PM 
To: Glazier, Mike 
Subject: Oregon 



i 



Mike - when the staff sends proposed findings of violations to institutions for review, we typically provide 7 
days for that review to occur. As you know, we intend to send the Oregon proposed findings Friday, and the 
institution would typically have until December 23 to respond whether or not they and all involved parties 
would be able to agree to those findings. Given the upcoming holiday, do you think that deadline is 
reasonable? If not, what date is reasonable? Thanks. 

Jackie A. Thurnes 

NCAA 

Director of Enforcement 
317-917-6020 (office) 
317-966-6488 (cell) 
317-917-6052 (fax) 

This email and any attachments may contain NCAA confidential and 
privileged information. If you are not the intended recipient, please 
notify the sender immediately by return email, delete this message and 
destroy any copies. Any dissemination or use of this information by a 
person other than the intended recipient is unauthorized and may be 
illegal. 
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SUMMARY DISPOSITION REPORT 



University of Oregon 
Case No. M365 



October 30, 2012 



SUMMARY DISPOSITION REPORT 
Individuals Who May be Mentioned Within this Report 
Case No. M365 - University of Oregon 
October 30, 2012 



Brady, Pat - head football coach at Liberty Eylau High School. 



Crawford, Lionel - head football coach, campus coordinator at Aldine High School (Houston). 
Dixon, Ahmad - football student-athlete at Baylor University. 
Edwards, Raymond - father of football prospective student-athlete Trevon Randle. 
Fishbein, Charles - president of Elite Scouting Services. 



"BJ" Baron - founder of New Level Athletics scouting/recruiting service. 



Individuals Who May be Mentioned Within this 
Case No, M365 
October 30, 2012 
Page No. 2 



Hartman, Clint - head football coach at Clear Springs High School. 




Hurd Jr., Toney - former football prospective student-athlete. 




Lewis, Shau n - former football prospective student-athlete. 
Lyles, Will - founder of Complete Scouting Services. 




Randle, Trevon - football prospective student-athlete. 
Reed, Trovon - football student-athlete at Auburn University. 
Rodgers, Randy - owner of Rodgers Recruiting Report. 



Individuals Who Maybe Mentioned Within this Report 
Case No. M365 
October 30, 2012 
Page No. 3 



Wilcher, Thomas - head football coach at Cass Technical High School. 



Williams, Phillip - father of football prospective student-athlete Trey Williams. 
Williams, Trey - football prospective student-athlete. 



SUMMARY DISPOSITION REPORT 
Case No. M365 - University of Oregon 



A. Case Chronology. 

1. Overview of the investigation. 

On February 28, 201 1, the NCAA enforcement staff received information from a 
confidential source regarding possible violations involving the University of 
Oregon (Oregon) football program's impermissible use of scouting services in the 
recruitment of prospective student-athletes. As the enforcement staff was 
mobilizing investigators to conduct interviews to test the validity of this 
information, the website Yahoo! Sports published an article March 3 that 
provided additional details concerning the information the enforcement staff had 
originally received. On March 4, the enforcement staff requested detailed 
recruiting records for the football program from the institution. On March 7, the 
enforcement staff commenced conducting interviews independent of the 
institution with non-institutional individuals. The enforcement staff began 
conducting campus interviews March 28. During the enforcement staffs inquiry 
into this matter, the principal in the case, Will Lyles (Lyles), a recruiting or 
scouting service provider, was the focus of inquiries involving other member 
institutions, which impacted the pace of the investigation. 

The institution fully cooperated throughout the entirety of the investigation, which 
concluded with the final round of interviews conducted January 20, 2012. The 
thorough cooperative investigation included interviews with a wide spectrum of 
individuals including, but not limited to, current and former high school coaches, 
recruiting/scouting service representatives, institutional athletics administrators, 
institutional football coaching and operations staff members, representatives of 
other institutions' athletics interests, parents and relatives of student-athletes and 
student-athletes who were recruited by the football program who both did and did 
not matriculate to the institution - in this category of interviews, five such 
interviewees were granted immunity for their information by the Division I 
Committee on Infractions. 

On March 2, 2012, the enforcement staff provided the institution and involved 
individuals with a revised draft of the initial findings (an original draft had been 
provided December 16, 2011, around which time an additional issue arose 
necessitating further investigation). On March 12, the enforcement staff, 
institution and involved individuals agreed in principle to the proposed findings 
and to process the case using the summary disposition process. Concerning the 
proposed findings, there is a remaining issue for the Committee on Infractions' 
consideration, whether Finding No. 2 should be considered major or secondary. 
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2. Date of notice of inquiry . 



The enforcement staff provided the institution a verbal notice of inquiry 
September 13, 201 1 (Exhibit NCAA-1, enforcement staffs memo to file). 
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B. General Overview of Findings . 

1. Nature of violations . 

The genesis of the violations in this case is the football program's use of 
recruiting/scouting services in a manner contrary to NCAA legislation (i.e., 
received oral reports). At the center of many of the violations is Lyles, a 
recruiting/scouting service provider, who became a representative of the 
institution's athletics interest in May 2008 when he engaged in activities assisting 
in the recruitment of several football prospective student-athletes and thus was 
involved in violations of NCAA recruiting legislation between 2008 and 2011. 
Further, from 2007 through early 2011, there were violations involving 

placing telephone 

calls to and receiving telephone calls from prospects, prospects' family members 
and prospects' high school coaches. Additionally, from 2009 through early 201 1, 
the football program exceeded the permissible limit on the number of coaches 

when ^m^^m^iHHHHHHHII^H^HHHHI^HHHHfll 

engaged in recruiting activities. Finally, there were failure to monitor violations 
^■■■■■■H (2009 through 201 1) and the athletics department (2008 
through 2011). 

2. Why this case is major . 

The enforcement staff, institution and involved individuals agree that the findings 
constitute a major infractions case. Football staff members were not aware that 
the manner in which they were using scouting/recruiting services was 
impermissible. Nonetheless, the recruiting advantage that was gained via the oral 
reports from scouting services personnel was more than minimal in that the nature 
of the information in the oral reports was valuable for assessing character, 
establishing who was within the prospect's sphere of influence and, at times, 
facilitating communication with prospects. 

Due to the nature, scope and duration of time over which the violations occurred, 
the violations were not isolated in nature. Further, while the violations were not 
intentional in nature, many are significant and should not be considered 
inadvertent. Coaches and administrators of a sport program at an NCAA member 
institution have an obligation to ensure that the activities being engaged in comply 
with NCAA legislation. 
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3. 



Show-cause advisement. 




are named in and at risk for their involvement in 

They have been 

advised that by consenting to the use of the summary disposition process, they are 
acknowledging personal involvement in those findings and are at risk for a show- 
cause penalty as outlined by the NCAA bylaws. 
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Specific Findings and Narrative . 

1. [NCAA Bylaws 13.01.4, 13.1.2.1, 13.1.2.4-(a) and 13.1.3.5.1] 

It is agreed that in May 2008, Will Lyles (Lyles), a recruiting or scouting service 
provider, began assisting Oregon's football program in the recruitment of 
prospective student-athletes when he recommended certain football prospective 
student-athletes the program should evaluate, recommended which high schools the 
program should visit and, in May 2009, accompanied an assistant football coach 
from the institution to and during visits to those high schools for evaluation 
purposes. As a result of those activities, Lyles became a representative of the 
institution's athletics interests and subsequently was involved in violations of 
NCAA recruiting legislation between 2008 and 2010 when he had contact with the 
recruited prospective student-athletes. Specifically: 





a. From 2008 through 2010, Lyles had impermissible telephone and off- 
campus contacts with football prospective student-athlete 

Beginning in 2009, 

was aware of and involved Lyles in 
recruitment largely via a triangle of substantial telephone 
communications among Lyles, ^^HHHiHHH [NCAA Bylaws 
13.01.4, 13.1.2.1, 13.1.2.4-(a)and 13.1.3.5.1] 

From 2009 through 2010, Lyles had impermissible telephone and off- 
campus contacts with football prospective student-athletes Ahmad Dixon 
(Waco, Texas), Toney Hurd Jr. (Missouri City, Texas), Shaun Lewis 
(Missouri City, Texas), Trovon Reed (Reed) (Thibodaux, Louisiana) and 
m^m^^^^^mmm was aware the 
contacts and involved Lyles in the football prospective student-athletes' 
recruitment. [NCAA Bylaws 13.01.4, 13.1.2.1, 13.1.2.4-(a) and 13.1.3.5.1] 

In May 2009, Lyles had an impermissible off-campus contact with football 
prospective student-athlete Trey Williams (T. Williams) (Itta Bena, 
Mississippi) at the T. Williams' high school. An assistant football coach was 
aware of Lyles' contact with T. Williams because Lyles accompanied the 
assistant coach during the visit to the high school. [NCAA Bylaws 13.01.4 
and 13.1.2.1] 

On December 3, 2009, Lyles had an impermissible 
football prospective student-athletes 




[NCAA Bylaws 13.01.4 and 13.1.2.1] 
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e. From approximately May through June 2010, Lyles had impermissible 
telephone and off-campus contacts with 



[NCAA Bylaws 13.01.4 and 13.1.2.1] 



Supporting Narrative: 



The institution, NCAA enforcement staff and 

agree with the facts in this Finding and that major violations of NCAA 
legislation occurred. This Finding serves as part of the basis for the failure to 
monitor violation in Finding No. 6. 

Lvles . 

Lyles is a native of Houston. He played football in high school (Lamar High 
School) and attended Texas Southern University. Lyles coached middle school 
(2002) and high school (2003) football. In 2004, Lyles began working for the 
following recruiting/scouting services: MSL Scouting Services (MSL), 2004 
through 2007; Elite Scouting Services (ESS), 2008 through 2009; and, in late 2009 
or early 2010, he started his own recruiting/scouting service, Complete Scouting 
Service. Simultaneous to his involvement with recruiting/scouting services, Lyles 
also developed other associations and took on various other roles such as 
affiliations with high school all-star games; working as a coach for a 7-on-7 team; a 
speed and conditioning trainer; and mentor to prospects. 

It was in the 2007 to 2008 time period that Lyles, through his work with MSL 
and/or ESS, became acquainted with HHHHIHHIHH^IH^H^^I 

Specifically, after some preliminary 
telephone conversations pertaining to a recruit who had already 

committed to the institution in December 2007, Lyles sent game film DVD's of 
then relatively unheralded recruit m^^^^m to the Oregon football offices. 
Communication between Lyles and continued during the spring of 2008. 
During the recruiting calendar's May 2008 evaluation period, Lyles accompanied 
mmi^^^^^^^l on to several high 

schools in the south part of Houston. |^| acknowledged that they traveled in the 
same car and went into the high schools together. explained that while he was 
there as a representative of the institution's football program, Lyles was 
representing Elite Scouting Services. Nonetheless, while unrecognized by the 
football staf£ based on Lyles' collective activities (for activities, see C-l, 
main/stem paragraph) up to that point, he became a representative of the 
institution's athletics interests and, moving forward, when he engaged in such 
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activities he was considered to be "assisting in the recruitment of prospects" under 
NCAA bylaws. 

From the spring of 2008 onward, Lyles quickly evolved into an important part of 
the football program's recruiting efforts in the state of Texas. If an assistant coach 
on staff was engaging in recruiting activities in the Houston area, it was not 
uncommon for the coach to reach out to Lyles prior to or during (subparagraph c) a 
trip to the area. Simultaneously, independent of the institution, Lyles, through his 
various ancillary roles, established close ties to many prospects. Some of these 
prospects are named in the subparagraphs of Finding No. 1. 

Through the relationships he cultivated, Lyles provided the football staff with 
valuable information that would not typically be included in the recruiting/scouting 
service's written reports. Specifically, because Lyles developed relationships and 
familiarity with prospects early in their recruitment he was able to inform coaching 
staff members of information such as the identity of key individual(s) who were 
going to be integral in the prospects' recruitment process. Many of the prospects 
with whom Lyles developed relationships came from lower income non-traditional 
family dynamics. Consequently, gleaning information on the front end of the 
recruitment process as to which individuals would be controlling access and 
influencing the prospect (e.g., an uncle, a grandmother, a nonscholastic 7-on-7 
coach, etc.) was valuable. Many coaching staff members reported that the greatest 
value Lyles provided was identifying which prospects not to recruit. This resulted 
in an indirect recruiting advantage in that it freed up time and resources early in the 
recruiting cycle that could be devoted to targeting prospects more open to 
considering Oregon. 

Subparagraph a 

For background concerning the Lyles/^^^K relationship, see the supporting 
narrative discussion section in Finding No. 3. While the telephone and off-campus 
contact between Lyles and became impermissible when Lyles achieved 

booster status in May 2008, ^^^^ involvement did not commence until 2009 




aware of the relationship between Lyles and and that he involved Lyles 

in recruitment largely via a triangle of substantial telephone 

communications among Lyles, HHHH^^^^H 



acknowledges that he was 



Subparagraph b 



Independent of the institution, Lyles cultivated relationships with the prospects in 
this subparagraph via his various ancillary activities to the scouting/recruiting 
service. For instance, Lyles attended or worked at (none of the following were at 
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the institution): institutional camps, combines, all-star-games, nonscholastic 7-on-7 
events, etc. Once establishing a relationship with either the prospect or someone 
close to the prospect, Lyles also attended junior days and unofficial visits with 
some of these prospects (once again, none of these occurred at the institution). 

While unaware that Lyles had previously (May 2008) triggered booster status, 
|B was aware of Lyles' relationships and ability to facilitate communication 
with these prospects. |^^^| subsequent use, in 2009 and 2010, of Lyles in the 
recruitment process of these prospects was impermissible under NCAA bylaws. 

One significant capacity in which Lyles was used was encouraging the prospects to 
take official visits to the institution's campus. In November 2009, the football 
program sent thank you notes to Lyles for two of the prospects (Reed and | 
H^Hi who had taken official visits the previous month. Lyles' involvement was 
often as a conduit to facilitate the flow of information/communication between 
football staff members and prospects (or the individuals close to the prospect). 

reported that he did not know it was problematic to use Lyles to contact 
recruits and ask them to call coaching staff members. BIHI perceived this to be a 
convenience factor rather than a potential impermissible recruiting advantage. 

Subparagraph c 

In May 2009, Lyles, by then having acquired booster status, accompanied |H 

on a* 1 evaluation to Clear 
Springs High School in the Houston surrounding area. Lyles' subsequent brief 
contact with a then prospective student-athlete was impermissible under NCAA 
legislation. was neither aware of Lyles' then booster status nor did he 

believe anything impermissible occurred. acknowledged that he and 

Lyles traveled together to the high school; however, BHI considered Lyles' 
presence to be separate in the sense that Lyles was there as a representative of a 
scouting/recruiting service whereas H^HI was at tne school as a representative 
of the institution's football program. 

Subparagraph d 

Lyles made several trips to the institution's campus at his own expense. On at least 
one occasion, December 3, 2009, he was provided a pregame sideline pass and 
access to the seating area where prospects are seated for football games during an 
official visit. On December 3, the institution played a Thursday night game against 
Oregon State University. ■^■^^■■■■^■^^■■H^HI^HHI 
^^^m^mi^^^^H As is customary, the prospects were granted access 
to the sideline area on the field prior to the game then, once the game started, they 
were ushered to a common seating area in the stands. recalls meeting Lyles 
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for the first time on the sideline area on the field prior to the game, m reported 
that Lyles introduced himself and indicated that "Oregon would be a good fit for 
me" because of "my speed." m recalls Lyles introducing himself in the stands 
but does not recall the substance of their momentary interaction. Because Lyles had 
previously triggered booster status, these interactions were impermissible under 
NCAA bylaws. There is no evidence that Oregon's coaches arranged those contacts. 

Subparagraph e 




Summary 



Coaching staff members reported that they did not realize that Lyles' involvement 
could be considered "assisting in the recruitment of prospects." In terms of Lyles 
accompanying coaches on recruiting visits to high schools in the greater Houston 
area, the coaching staff thought of Lyles as a "human GPS" rather than "assisting in 
the recruitment of prospects." There is no information in the record that Lyles 
coerced or directed any prospect to ultimately choose Oregon. That said, Lyles did 
provide a meaningful recruiting advantage by orally providing background 
information about prospects to the coaching staff and also by serving as a conduit 
to facilitate communication with prospective student-athletes. 
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2. [NCAA Bylaws 13.14.3 (2009-10 NCAA Division I Manual), (2010-11 NCAA 
Division I Manual) and 13.14.3-(c) (2010-1 1 NCAA Division I Manual)] 

It is agreed that from 2008 through early 2011, the football program paid for 
subscriptions to at least three recruiting or scouting services that did not conform to 
NCAA legislation. Specifically: 

a. In 2008 and 2009, the football program paid $6,500 and $10,000, 
respectively, for a subscription to Elite Scouting Services (ESS) and 
received oral reports from ESS representatives Charles Fishbein (Fishbein) 
and Will Lyles (Lyles). [NCAA Bylaw 13.14.3 (2009-10 NCAA Division I 
Manual)] 

b. In 2009, the football program paid $3,745 for a subscription to New Level 
Athletics (NLA) and received oral reports from NLA representative Baron 
Flenory (Flenory). [NCAA Bylaw 13.14.3 (2009-10 NCAA Division I 
Manual)] 

c. In 2010, the football program paid $25,000 for a subscription to Complete 
Scouting Services (CSS) and received oral reports from CSS representative 
Lyles. Additionally, CSS did not disseminate to the football program 
recruiting or scouting information at least four times per calendar year, as 
required by NCAA legislation. [NCAA Bylaws 13.14.3 and 13.14.3-(c) 
(2010-1 1 NCAA Division I Manual)] 

Supporting Narrative: 

The institution and NCAA enforcement staff are in agreement as to the facts in this 
finding and that this finding is a part of a major infractions case. However, the 
institution requests the NCAA Division I Committee on Infractions' consideration 
that, in the infractions report, this finding be classified as secondary. The 
enforcement staff disagrees and believes this finding is major. This finding serves 
as part of the basis for the failure to monitor violations in Finding Nos. 6 and 7. 

Institution's position 

To further clarify this violation, the football staff did receive permissible written 
reports from the listed recruiting/scouting services. The violation occurred when 
members of the staff also had telephone and in-person communications with the 
recruiting/scouting services' personnel about prospective student-athletes. 
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While not arguing that no violation occurred in these instances, the university does 
assert that the interpretation (dated December 16, 1987) that such oral 
communications were violations is obscure and not generally understood by the 
membership. [Note: Academic and membership affairs staffs clarification of the 
rule during this case.] Originally, the interpretation was intended to address 
services that provided oral reports only. It since has been expanded by the staff to 
make any oral communication about a prospect between a service and a subscribing 
coach a violation, even when the coach also has received permissible written 
reports. 

Finally, Oregon notes that the bylaw is actively directed at the services (i.e., it sets 
the requirements for the service to meet). In this instance, the university's coaches 
in fact reached out to CSS to remind that written reports needed to be prepared and 
delivered. 

For these reasons, the university believes the violation should be treated as 
secondary. 

Enforcement staffs position 

The enforcement staff concedes that if Finding Nos. 2-a and 2-b were evaluated in 
isolation, they could be considered secondary. However, when all three 
subparagraphs are taken collectively, especially when viewed with their nexus to 
other elements of the case, the enforcement staff believes that Finding No. 2 should 
be considered major in nature. 

Supporting facts and why these are violations of NCAA legislation 

Finding No. 2-a . In 2008 and 2009, the football program paid $6,500 and $10,000, 
respectively, for a subscription to ESS. While ESS provided the requisite 
written/published player profiles, game film and highlight clips available to all 
subscribers, the football staff also received oral reports from Fishbein and Lyles. 
Per a December 16, 1987, Staff Interpretation of NCAA Bylaw 13.14.3 (Then 
Bylaw l-5-(b), Page No. 63 of the 1987 NCAA Manual. See Exhibit NCAA-2 for 
the interpretation and the evolution of the legislation. That bylaw is currently 
identified as Bylaw 13.14.3) concerning scouting services providing oral reports, 
the football program's subscription to ESS did not conform to NCAA legislation. 
Specifically, a review of the football program's telephone records (which were 
confirmed via the coach's interview statements), coaching staff and noncoaching 
staff members would routinely have telephone contact with Fishbein and Lyles 
during the time periods in question. Fishbein was used primarily in regard to 
identifying prospects in the state of Florida and Lyles was used in regard to 
identifying prospects in the state of Texas, primarily Houston. 
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Finding No. 2-b . In 2009, the football program paid $3,745 for a subscription to 
NLA. While NLA provided the requisite written/published player profiles, game 
film and highlight clips available to all subscribers, the football staff also received 
oral reports from Flenory. Per the December 16, 1987, Interpretation of Bylaw 
13.14.3 (Exhibit NCAA-2) concerning scouting services providing oral reports, the 
football program's subscription to NLA did not conform to NCAA legislation. 
Specifically, a review of the football program's telephone records (which were 
confirmed via the coaches' interview statements), coaching staff and noncoaching 
staff members would routinely have telephone contact with Flenory during the time 
periods in question. Flenory was used primarily in regard to identifying prospects 
in the Dallas area; however, because of Flenory's involvement with nonscholastic 
7-on-7 teams and tournaments, Flenory's breadth of network and knowledge went 
beyond Dallas' geographic boundaries in terms of identifying potential prospects. 

Finding No. 2-c . On January 16, 2010, the applicable NCAA legislation changed to 
require quarterly reports from recruiting/scouting services (Exhibit NCAA-2). 
Whereas, in regard to subparagraphs a and b, the staff conceded that the 1987 
Interpretation was not universally known by the NCAA membership; in the 
instance of subparagraph c, the January 16, 2010, legislative change was well 
documented and made known to the membership. Hence, when Lyles and CSS sent 
an invoice for $25,000 to the institution February 22, 2010 (that was later paid to 
Lyles March 24, 2010), quarterly reports should have been received from Lyles in 
or around May, August and November 2010. While Lyles was providing ample 
verbal information during the time periods in question, it wasn't until January 201 1, 
that the institution realized that no quarterly reports had been received from Lyles. 
Finally, on February 22, 2011, Lyles sent what largely amounted to outdated 
scouting materials to the institution in a rushed attempt to assist the institution in 
fulfilling the legislative requirements. It should be noted that while the media 
sensationalized the $25,000 figure, during the enforcement staffs investigation, it 
was learned that some scouting/recruiting services offer packages that cost well in 
excess of $25,000. Regardless, the dollar figure is not the issue. Rather, the 
violations result from the receipt of the oral reports and the fact that CSS did not 
disseminate the quarterly reports as required by the legislation. 
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3. [NCAA Bylaws 13.2.1, 13.2.1. l-(b), 13.2.1. l-(e) and 13.2.1. l-(h)] 

It is agreed that from 2008 through 2010, Will Lyles (Lyles), a recruiting or 
scouting service provider and representative of the institution's athletics interests, as 
Finding No. 1, ^^^HHHHHHIHHHHi^BHHBB 



a. Between 2008 through 2010,1 



[NCAA Bylaws 13.2.1 and 



13.2.1. l-(e)] 



b. In December 2008 and December 2009, and for approximately 10 days on 
occasion, ^^^^■■■■■■^^■■■■■■^^■l 

^BHHH [NCAA Bylaws 13.2.1 and 13.2.1. l-(h)] 

In or around December 2009, Hi^l^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^H 



[NCAA 



Bylaws 13.2.1 and 13.2.1.1-(b)] 
Supporting Narrative: 



The institution and NCAA enforcement staff agree with the facts in this finding and 
that collectively, a major violation of NCAA legislation occurred. Finding No. 3-c 
serves as part of the basis for the failure to monitor violations in Finding Nos. 6 and 
7. 

Review of the facts 
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4. [NCAA Bylaws 11.7.1.2 and 13.1.3.4.1] 



It is agreed that from 2007 through early 2011, 

placed or received approximately 730 impermissible recruiting telephone calls. 
Specifically: 

HHHHBBHH^HHHHIHHHI placed impermissible 
telephone calls to and received 183 impermissible telephone calls from 74 
different prospective student-athletes, their parents or high school coaches. 

A ^^^■^■HHIHHHHHHHHH P^ced impermissible 
telephone calls to and received 13 impermissible telephone calls from nine 
different prospective student-athletes, their parents or high school coaches. 

A ^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^B placed 
impermissible telephone calls to and received eight impermissible telephone 
calls from four different prospective student-athletes, their parents or high 
school coaches. 



Supporting Narrative: 

Overview 



The institution and NCAA enforcement staff agree with the facts in this finding and 
that major violations of NCAA legislation occurred. This finding was self-reported 
by the institution following its analysis of institutional phone records and serves as 
part of the basis for the failure to monitor violation in Finding No. 7. While the 
number of calls and the time period over which they occurred is significant, it 
should be noted that there was no direct intent to gain a recruiting advantage. Most 
of the calls were administrative in nature and not recruiting-based. Nonetheless, the 
calls provided an indirect recruiting advantage in the form of freeing up the 
valuable resource of time for the coaching staff to focus its time on substantive 
recruiting endeavors. 

Subparagraph 1-a . ^■^^■■IH^HH^^HHI^^I^^I^HIi^^H 

placed 486 impermissible telephone calls to and received 183 impermissible 
telephone calls from 74 different prospective student-athletes, their parents or high 
school coaches. These calls were spread across the 2009-10 through early 201 1-12 
academic years. The calls were administrative in nature either to arrange logistics 
for an incoming official visit or for a coaching staff member to make a home or 
high school visit to a prospect's locale. ^^^|did not know it was impermissible 
for him to be involved in such telephone communications or that such 
communications would be considered "recruiting" telephone calls. 
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Subparagraph 1-b . HHHH^I^HH^^^^^^^^^^I^^^B^HilH 

placed 46 impermissible telephone calls to and received 13 impermissible 
telephone calls from nine different prospective student-athletes, their parents or 
high school coaches. The calls were spread across the 2009-10 through 2011-12 
academic years. These calls were administrative in nature either to arrange logistics 
for an incoming official visit or for a coaching staff member to make a home or 
high school visit to a prospect's locale. did not know it was impermissible 

for him to be involved in such telephone communications or that such 
communications would be considered "recruiting" telephone calls. 

Subparagraph 1-c . ^^^HHHIHHIIHIIil^^l^HHI^HI^HHH 

^BIBH placed six impermissible telephone calls to and received eight 
impermissible telephone calls from four different prospective student-athletes, their 
parents or high school coaches. The calls occurred in the 2007-08 academic year. 
These calls were administrative in nature either to arrange logistics for an incoming 
official visit or for a coaching staff member to make a home or high school visit to 
a prospect's locale. did not know it was impermissible for him to be 

involved in such telephone communications or that such communications would be 
considered "recruiting" telephone calls. 
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5. [NCAA Bylaw 11.7.2] 

It is agreed that from 2009 through 2011, the institution's football program 



exceeded the permissible limit on the number of coaches by one when 








engaged in recruiting activities as outlined in 



Finding Nos. 1-a, 1-b, 1-e and 4-a. 



Supporting Narrative: 

The institution and NCAA enforcement staff agree with the facts in this finding and 
that major violations of NCAA legislation occurred. This finding serves as part of 
the basis for the failure to monitor violation in Finding No. 6. 

The provision of NCAA Bylaw 11.7 pertains to the limitations on the number and 



duties of coaches. 






engaged in the following recruiting 



activities: 



In 2009 through 20 10, J | via telephone communication, involved Will 

Lyles (Lyles), representative of the institutionjsaAletic 

football prospective student-athlete p^^'^'^^tx^j^^^^^^Tj 

recruitment. [See Finding No. 1-a]. 

From 2009 through 2010, | |, via telephone communication, involved 
Lyles in the following prospective student-athletes recruitment: Ahmad 
Dixon, Toney Hurd Jr., Shaun Lewis, Trovon Reed and 
[See Finding No. 1-b]. 



From approximately May through June 2010, 




[See Finding No. 1-e]. 



d. From 2009 through 201 1, ■ | placed 486 impermissible telephone calls 
to and received 183 impermissible telephone calls from 74 different 
prospective student-athletes, their parents or high school coaches. [See 
Finding No. 4-a]. 



Consequently, as a result of| | engaging in the above-mentioned recruiting 
activities, from 2009 through 2011, the institution's football program exceeded the 
permissible limit on the number of coaches by one. 
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6. [NCAA Bylaw 11.1.2.1] 




It is agreed that from 2009 through 2011, the scope and nature of the violations 
detailed in Finding Nos. 1 through 5 demonstrate that 

failed to adequately monitor (1) the activities of | 
related to Will Lyles (Lyles), a representative of the institution's athletics interests, 
and Lyles' recruiting involvement with prospective student-athletes; (2) the football 
program's use of recruiting or scouting services that were not always compliant 
with NCAA legislation; and (3) the duties and activities of| 

as detailed in Finding Nos. 1-a, 1-b, and 1-e. 



Supporting Narrative: 

The institution, NCAA enforcement staff and agree with the facts in this 
finding and that a major violation of NCAA legislation occurred. Please note that 
this NCAA Bylaw 1 1.1.2.1 finding does not include a finding that^H failed "to 
promote an atmosphere for compliance." 



In May 2008, were 
instrumental in Lyles acquiring status as a representative of the institution's 
athletics interests when Lyles accompanied mm on evaluation visits to several 
Houston-area high schools. As evidenced in Finding No. 1, Lyles had 
impermissible recruiting involvement with multiple prospective student-athletes 
with football staff members either directly or indirectly involved in the activities. In 

l-b, ^^^^^^^HHHIHHHHIHH^HHHi 

^^^^^ involved Lyles in the recruitment of football prospective student- 
athletes^^^^^^^^l Ahmad Dixon, Toney Hurd Jr., Shaun Lewis, Trovon 
Reed and resulting in impermissible telephone and off-campus 

contact violations. In Finding No. 1-c, Lyles accompanied 

^^^^^^^ on an evaluation visit to football prospective student-athlete Trey 
Williams resulting in an impermissible off-campus contact. In Finding No. 1-e, 

directly involved Lyles in football 




reported that he was not aware that Lyles had triggered status as 
a representative of the institution's athletics interests or that the underlying 
violations occurred, acknowledges with this finding that 

he did adequately monitor ^ 
mm ensure that the activities that ^^^^^^^^ engaged in complied with 
NCAA legislation. 
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The football program paid for subscriptions to at least three recruiting/scouting 
services that did not conform to NCAA legislation. | 

P§1M received oral reports from recruiting/scouting services not knowing that such 
was impermissible, hence, this provides an explanation concerning the violations 
that occurred in 2009. Essentially, football staff members continued the pattern of 
usage of recruiting/scouting services that they did not know was impermissible and 
wmcn had engaged in j^ j g^ ^^J^^ T'^r*'^ ^ • However, 

concerning Finding No. 2-c, the football coaching staff was provided with rules 
education concerning the January 16, 2010, legislative change. Among the 
enhanced requirements were that written quarterly reports be submitted by 
recruiting/scouting services. | | acknowledges with this finding that | | 
; f m9 f^ ^ ggBtea^BBjS^g adequately monitor his program's use of recruiting 
services to ensure compliance with NCAA legislation. 



Interviews with 




revealed that the two worked closely together 


dating back to | 








As noted in Finding Nos. 1 and 4, 




engaged in countable coaching 



with this finding that ^fr*** " ^ s '^M^SB^ xSkt^ 

B§||| to ensure compliance with NCAA legislation. 



the recruiting activities of 
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[NCAA Bylaw 2.8.1] 

It is agreed that from 2008 through 201 1, the scope and nature of the violations set 
forth in Finding Nos. 2, 3-c, 4 and 5 demonstrate that the athletics department 
failed to adequately monitor (1) the football program's use of recruiting or scouting 
services; (2) the provision of institutional athletics apparel; and (3) telephone calls 
between prospective student-athletes, their parents or high school 
mmmm^^l^m^^l^. Specifically: 

a. Regarding the recruiting or scouting services, the athletics department failed 
to establish policies and procedures to monitor the football program's use of 
recruiting or scouting services. Additionally, athletics administrators with 
responsibilities in the football program failed to monitor the information 
provided by recruiting or scouting services to ensure compliance with 
recruiting or scouting service legislation. This collective failure partly 
resulted in the violations outlined in Finding No. 2. 

b. Regarding the institutional athletics apparel, anH^^^^^^^^^HH 

^^^^^ became aware of the violation outlined in Finding No. 3-c, but 
failed to report that information to athletics administrators. 



Regarding the telephone calls, the athletics department failed to monitor any 

telephone calls placed or received ■■■■■^HHIHHHHHiiH 

This failure partly resulted in the violations 
outlined in Finding Nos. 4 and 5. 



Supporting Narrative: 



The institution and NCAA enforcement staff agree with the facts in this finding and 
that a major violation of NCAA legislation occurred. 

Finding No. 7-a . The information reported during the interview process revealed 
that incoming information from recruiting/scouting services was usually entered 
into the football program's database simultaneously with all other relevant 
information received from non-recruiting/service service entities (e.g., film from a 
high school coach). The original report containing the information was then 
discarded. There wasn't anything covert about this system ~ it was simply to make 
the wealth of information received by the football offices more user-friendly and 
manageable for the football staff. However, because there are specific NCAA 
bylaws relevant to information received from a recruiting/scouting service, there 
needed to be a mechanism for tracking the information received from these sources 
rather than the information being entered en mass into the football program's 
database with the information from other materials and the original source material 
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being discarded. This necessary distinction became especially crucial following the 
January 16, 2010, legislative change for which among the enhanced requirements 
were that quarterly reports be submitted by recruiting/scouting services (Finding 2- 
c). While the football staff was provided with rules education pertaining to the 
legislative change, there was no follow up done by the athletics department from a 
monitoring perspective. The tenets of the legislative change (quarterly reports) 
require some monitoring mechanism to be put in place to ensure compliance with 
the rule. As noted in Case No. M229, The Ohio State University, simply alerting 
coaches that rules must be followed is not enough; effective compliance demands 
more than providing rules education. Further, effective monitoring requires 
checking to see whether compliance with the rules has occurred. 



Finding No. 7-b . In or around December 2009, 
^mmmH^H^^ assembled a box of institutional apparel that he 
intended, based on a request from Will Lyles (Lyles), a representative of the 
institution's athletics interests, to be for Lyles and his family. Lyles reported that he 
provided at least some of the apparel to 




Based on the best available 
information, the only item that definitely received from the box of 

institutional athletics apparel was a t-shirt. However, relevant to this finding is the 
fact that randomly noticed a YouTube video that featured st ^ a 

prospective student-athlete at the time, wearing a t-shirt that was exclusively issued 
by the football program. suspected this was the t-shirt he sent to Lyles, but 

■■■ failed to report that information to athletics administrators. 



Finding No. 7-c . The athletics department failed to monitor telephone calls placed 
or received by the operations staff members of the football program. The athletics 
department neither had rules education for the football operations staff nor a 
monitoring system for the football operation staffs telephone calls. The interviews 
with athletics department members 




|, revealed that there was a disconnect in communication concerning 
who was responsible for educating and monitoring the football operations staff. 




Ultimately, the athletics department's failure to 
adequately educate and monitor the football operations staff partly resulted in the 
violations outlined in Finding Nos. 4 and 5. 
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D. The Parties' Statements and Overall Positions on the Infractions Case . 

1. Statement submitted by the institution . 

The University of Oregon appreciates the opportunity provided by the committee 
and NCAA staff to process this case through the summary disposition procedures 
of Bylaw 32.7. The selection of this process symbolizes the good-faith, fully 
cooperative approach taken by the University (including the involved staff 
members) and is recognition by the staff of that approach. 

There are many programs and individuals under the University's umbrella that 
bring welcome recognition to the University and the State of Oregon. Certainly 
included on this list is our football program. Oregon football has risen to the 
uppermost competitive level among NCAA Division I institutions, something that 
was previously unheard of for our part of the country. Of course, our University 
and our state take great pride in the achievements of our football program. Thus, 
we were taken aback by the public allegations that initially flowed from this case 
suggesting that our football program was "corrupt" and that our successes were 
the result of intentional efforts on the part of our coaching staff to gain unfair 
advantages. While these charges being leveled through the media were 
inconsistent with what we believed to be the nature of our program, we 
understood that an investigation was necessary, that full cooperation and truth- 
seeking must be its cornerstone, and that we must accept and learn from the 
findings. 

What we have learned is that errors were made and that we will improve. We are 
committed to doing so, as you will see from our corrective actions. However and 
most gratifying, we also have learned that our long-held beliefs about the core 
integrity of our football program were warranted and confirmed; that our program 
values integrity, and that, as acknowledged by the enforcement staff, our coaches 
did nothing to intentionally gain unfair advantages. 



At the heart of this case is Will Lyles, a recruiting service operator in Houston, 
Texas, who unbeknownst to the University's football coaching staff; acquired the 
status of a representative of Oregon's athletics interests (and most likely acquired 
the same status for other institutions that, like Oregon, subscribed to the recruiting 
services he represented). 

By 2008, the University's football coaching staff had identified the State of Texas 
as an area worth exploring for prospects with speed that would match well with 
the program's wide-open style of play. To supplement the program's efforts to 
identify prospects in Texas, the staff subscribed first to Elite Scouting Services 
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(ESS). Lyles at the time was an employee of ESS and was the primary contributor 
to the Texas component of ESS. In 2010, Lyles left ESS and formed his own 
service, Complete Scouting Services (CSS). Knowing that ESS' Texas component 
was primarily the work of Lyles, the Oregon staff elected to subscribe to CSS so 
as to continue receiving the same caliber of information on Texas as they had in 
the past. 

The engagement of scouting services is a legitimate and recognized element of 
recruiting. Through these legitimate subscriptions, first with ESS and later with 
CSS, the University's football coaches had conversations with Lyles about Texas 
prospects. The coaches did not realize that an obscure 1987 interpretation of 
Bylaw 13.14.3 prohibiting recruiting or scouting services from providing oral 
reports only (with no published reports or video materials being disseminated) 
would be extended by the NCAA staff to treat any verbal communication about a 
prospect between a recruiting service provider and a subscribing coach as a 
violation 1 , and could easily convert the scouting service operator into a 
representative of the University's athletics interests. Accordingly, Oregon's 
coaches contacted Lyles for additional background information about Texas 
prospects for whom they had an interest. In doing so, the coaches unknowingly 
violated Bylaw 13.14.3 and made Lyles a representative of Oregon's athletics 
interests. Lyles' subsequent contacts with prospects he included in his service 
were transferred to the University as impermissible. The University accepts this 
outcome. 

The University and the enforcement staff agree that the primary "recruiting 
advantage" gained by the Oregon coaches in this case was time saved, either 
because background information gained from the scouting service (via oral 
communications with Lyles) made it clear that the University would be wasting 
its time pursuing a recruit, or because an employee of a scouting service (Lyles) 
facilitated communication with a prospective student athlete. 

The "on-the-ground" practice of recruiting services has involved viewing of video 
with representatives of the service, and in-person communication with them 
regarding prospects. Members of the Oregon football staff were familiar with 
these practices from other institutions where they were previously employed. 
There is no history of these practices being charged as violations of NCAA rules. 



As noted above, the enforcement staff relies on a 1987 interpretation as the key regulation in this case. That 
interpretation responded to a question asking whether an institution could subscribe to a scouting service that 
provided all its information in oral reports. The answer was no. As applied in this case, that interpretation has been 
transposed into a ruling that no oral reports are permitted from a scouting service that is otherwise providing 
required written reports. 
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In two recent cases involving oral reports from representatives of scouting 
services, the enforcement staff has either charged a secondary violation or has not 
charged the violation. 

Every engagement of a scouting service is a "request for assistance in recruitment 
of prospective student-athletes. Such requests are implicitly permitted by the 
provision that allows expenditure of funds on recruiting services. This 
investigation is the first instance in which an employee of a recruiting service has 
been charged as a representative of the institution's athletics interests. That has the 
unusual consequence that in this case, Lyles is charged as a representative of the 
University of Oregon. The University understands that he has also been identified 
as the representative of other institutions who employed his service, including oral 
reports. Several of those institutions were recruiting the same prospective student- 
athletes. In that circumstance, it is problematic to attach his actions to any 
particular institution, unless they are charged to all. 

We cite these matters not to challenge the interpretations upon which the staff 
relies. We accept that the prohibition on oral reports is an available inference from 
the 1987 interpretation and that the requests for assistance in communicating with 
prospects fits the language of Bylaw 13 regarding representatives of athletics 
interests. 

However, we also believe that the overall picture is one of a lack of clarity in the 
regulatory environment, with no particular signals that would alert coaches or 
compliance staff to a problem. 

At least two actions by the NCAA since this case began reinforce this picture. 
First, during the pendency of this investigation, the AMA staff issued an 
interpretation that clarified the definition of a recruiting service. Second, the 
NCAA has now undertaken to certify scouting services, thereby providing the 
membership with some direction regarding permitted activity. One presumes that 
the NCAA will not certify services that act outside permitted parameters, and will 
provide direction along the way to services about what they are allowed to do. 

The University accepts responsibility for not having looked closely at the 
activities in which the football staff engaged Lyles and the scouting services he 
represented. The University acknowledges that under the regulations as now 
understood, impermissible recruiting efficiencies were obtained. We have 
addressed that in our proposed penalties by self-imposing serious restrictions on 
our future recruiting activities. We have also taken significant steps to upgrade 
our ability to monitor all aspects of recruiting for all our sports. 
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This investigation was launched amid sensationalized reports in the media 
suggesting corruption in the recruiting activities of the University of Oregon. The 
most important result of this investigation is to show those suggestions to be 
unfounded. There is no instance of a knowing provision of an extra benefit in this 
case. There is no instance of participation by an ineligible student-athlete. 

2. Statement submitted bv the enforcement staff . 

Due to the nature, scope and duration of time over which the violations occurred, 
this case is major in nature. There were underlying major violations coupled with 
failure to monitor violations involving the head coach (2009 through 2011) and 
the athletics department (2008 through 2011). While the violations were not 
intentional in nature, coaches and administrators of a sport program at an NCAA 
member institution have an obligation to ensure that the activities being engaged 
in comply with NCAA legislation. The dangers and risks associated with the 
involvement of third parties in the college recruiting process are well documented 
and widely known. While Lyles is a nontraditional third-party in that the 
institution's original intention was to use Lyles as a scouting service 
representative (Finding No. 2-a and 2-c), as Finding No. 1 illustrates, Lyles' role 
and activities expanded and the institution welcomed Lyles through access and 
frequent contact. The football program's insertion of Lyles into the recruiting 
process in effect made Lyles a representative of the institution's athletics interests. 
The enforcement staff asserts that if an institution or coach decides to allow a 
third party into the recruiting process and then fails to monitor the person's 
behavior or actions, the institution and those staff members are responsible for the 
resulting violations that occur. 



3. 



4. 



See Exhibit NCAA-3. 



See Exhibit NCAA-4. 
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E. Review of Other Issues . 

1. Unresolved findings . 

There are no unresolved findings. 

2. Institutional control/unethical conduct . 

There is no finding of lack of institutional control. 

There are no findings of unethical conduct. None of the underlying violations 
were intentional in nature. 

3. Secondary infractions . 
None. 

4. Student-athlete reinstatement issues . 

There are no student-athlete reinstatement issues. However, there were five 
instances of immunity granted to the following student-athletes who were 
originally recruited by the institution: ||^^^| ^^^^^^HH' HH 

Ahmad Dixon (now at Baylor University), 
and Jordan Bilbo (now at Southern University). The enforcement staff sought 
corroboration for information that Lyles reported. Corroboration was sought via 
documentary evidence (e.g., bank statements, phone/text message records), copies 
of electronic communications and testimonial evidence from those with potential 
direct or indirect contemporaneous knowledge of Lyles' assertions. Concerning 
the latter, granting immunity to current student-athletes who were prospective 
student-athletes within/near Lyles' sphere was an effective tool in establishing 
whether corroboration existed for the information Lyles reported. To the 
enforcement staffs knowledge, each of the student-athletes granted immunity 
fulfilled their obligation to provide truthful and complete information. 

5. Repeat violator status . 

Because the institution had a major infractions report that was released May 4, 
2004, the institution is a repeat violator since some of the agreed-upon major 
violations occurred within five years of that date. The Committee on Infractions 
will need to determine if any of the enhanced penalties apply. Oregon does 
believe that the mitigating factors it has presented in its statement on the case 
above, along with the corrective actions outlined in Section F-4 below, and the 
self-imposed penalties set forth in Section F-5 adequately address the violations 
found in this case. 
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F. Institution's Corrective Actions and Penalties . 

1. Overview of institution's investigation . 

Oregon has worked cooperatively with the enforcement staff throughout this 
investigation. We have suggested interviews where we felt it appropriate. Every 
request of the enforcement staff has been promptly addressed. With the assistance 
of the Oregon's general counsel and in consultation with the NCAA staff, Oregon 
has undertaken several measures to protect the integrity of the investigation by 
avoiding premature disclosure of investigation materials. 

• Dates the institution submitted self-reports to the conference or 
enforcement staff . 

No self-reports have been submitted as the investigation has been 
conducted in conjunction with the enforcement staff. 

2. Institution's corrective actions . 

The institution has taken the following corrective actions upon discovery of 
violations involving impermissible recruiting activity: 

a. Commissioned an external review of Oregon's NCAA rules compliance 
program. See attached report, which includes the findings of the review 
and recommendations for enhancements to the existing program. The 
university has accepted the recommendations and their implementation is 
underway. 

b. Discontinued subscription to recruiting service operated by/affiliated with 
Lyles. Lyles will be notified of his permanent disassociation upon 
completion of this case. 

c. Expanded compliance staff to include a position that is focused on rules 
education and monitoring. 

d. Inclusion of sport-specific personnel in monitoring of phone calls. 

e. A compliance staff member now mans player-guest entrance for football 
and men's basketball home contests. 

f. Required compliance review and sign-off on all sports travel and 
recruiting expenditures, including airline ticket purchases. 
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g. Implemented new awards monitoring process that requires compliance 
review and sign-off on each awards in all sports. 

h. Improved compliance office rules education efforts by: 

(1) The drafting and distribution of a monthly compliance newsletter. 

(2) Compliance staff making a presentation at each monthly head 
coaches meeting. 

(3) Holding monthly rules-education meetings with each sport 
throughout the academic year. 

(4) Requiring that a compliance staff member be on the agenda and 
make a presentation on the importance of rules compliance at each 
new employee orientation meeting,. 

(5) Implementing monthly department-wide compliance rules 
education quizzes. 

(6) Updating departmental coaches email list-serve to include sport 
specific administrators so that rules education updates reach all 
sport-specific personnel. 

(7) Updating the compliance portion of goducks.com with an 
anticipated Fall 2012 rollout. 

i. Updated the compliance manual for fall 2012 distribution (with annual up- 
dates) to sport-specific personnel. 

3. Institution's proposed penalties for major violations . 

The institution has self-imposed the following penalties: 

• Probation for a period of two years. 

• Reduced the permissible maximum number of football initial grants-in-aid 
awards by one for the 2013-14 and 2014-15 academic years. 



F-2 



SUMMARY DISPOSITION 
Case No. M365 
October 30, 2012 



a. Rationale for grant-in-aid penalties 

As set forth in Finding No. 3, Lyles, after becoming a representative of the 
university's athletics interests, provided impermissible benefits to then 
football prospective student-athlete HHI H I^^HHH 

subsequently enrolled at Oregon. m^Bi was enrolled for 
one year. He participated in the football program that year (2010-1 1) as a 
practice player. He did not play in any games. Following the 2010-11 
academic year, m transferred. Even though the university gained 
no competitive advantage (HHH^id not play), the university believes 
it is appropriate to apply the standard two-for-one grant-in-aid penalty for 
the recruiting violation associated with a signed and thus enrolled 
prospective student-athlete. As an additional measure, to show the 
university's recognition of the need to further emphasize the importance of 
diligently monitoring the application of NCAA rules, the university 
elected to add one additional year of the overall counter part of the 
penalty: 

• Reduced the permissible maximum number of football overall 
grants-in-aid awards by one for the 20 1 3- 1 4, 20 14- 1 5 and 20 1 5- 1 6 
academic years. 

• Reduced the permissible maximum number of official paid visits 
available to the football program by 10 percent off the average 
number of official visits used over the previous four recruiting 
seasons. (The average is 41 and thus the permissible maximum 
will be 37.) The reduction shall be for both the 2013-14 and 2014- 
15 recruiting periods. 

b. Rationale for official paid visit penalty 

The violations detailed in Finding No. 1 are the principle reasons Oregon 
elected to self-impose a penalty limiting the number of official paid visits. 
Some of the impermissible contacts Lyles had with the named prospective 
student-athletes included discussions about making visits to the 
university's campus: 

• Limited to 36 (of 42) the permissible number of football evaluation 
days in the fall of 2012 and 144 (of 168) in the spring of 2013. 
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c. 



Rationale for penalty limiting evaluations 



The failure to ensure that two of the recruiting/scouting services used by 
the football program strictly complied with NCAA guidelines for such 
services is the principle reason Oregon believes a penalty limiting 
evaluation opportunities is appropriate. The university arrived at the 
specific limitations by: 

• Limited to 36 (of 42) the permissible number of football evaluation 
days in fall 2012 and to 144 (of 168) in spring 2013. 

• Required that for one year, all permissible recruiting related calls 
be made by countable coaches including those who could 
permissibly be made by other personnel. 

d. Rationale for recruiting telephone contact penalty 

The violations set forth in Finding Nos. 4 and 5 are the basis for self- 
imposing the penalty limiting the number of coaches permitted to have 
telephone contact with prospects. 

Issued letters of reprimand to ^^HHI^^^HHIil^lHHI 





I. (See Exhibit NCAA-5.) 



Required 
Seminar. 




to attend an NCAA Regional Rules 



Imposed a fine of $20,000 on to be paid to a charity of his 
choice. The imposition of this fine is in response to Finding No. 6, 
thad^l did not adequately monitor the football program's use of 
recruiting or scouting services and the program's relationship with 
Lyles. 



Issued letters of admonishment to 




. (See Exhibit NCAA-5.) 
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4. Conference actions . 

A representative of the Pac-12 Conference has participated in many of the 
interviews and university officials have kept the conference apprised of 
developments. The Pac-12 has taken no independent actions to date. 

5. Application of NCAA Executive Regulations NCAA Bylaw 31 . 



Not applicable. 
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G. Background Information on the Institution . 
1. General information . 

• NCAA division membership 
NCAA Division I FBS 

• Conference membership 
Pac-12 Conference 

• Total enrollment 

23,002 (undergraduate and graduate) 

• Type of academic calendar used bv the University of Oregon 
Quarter 

• List of men's and women's sports sponsored 

Pac-12 Conference : 

Football 
Men's Baseball 
Men's Basketball 
Men's Cross Country 
Men's Golf 
Men's Tennis 
Men's Track, Outdoor 
Softball 

Women's Basketball 
Women's Cross Country 
Women's Golf 
Women's Soccer 
Women's Tennis 
Women's Track, Outdoor 
Women's Volleyball 

Mountain Pacific Sports Federation : 

Men's Track, Indoor 
Women's Lacrosse 
Women's Track, Indoor 
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Overview of the athletics department structure . 

Decisions regarding daily operations are made by the director of athletics. The 
director of athletics discusses significant decisions and generally reviews the 
operations of the athletics department during his regular meetings with the 
president of the university. In between those meetings, the director of athletics 
has direct access to the president or the general counsel for discussion, approval 
or review of any significant decisions. The director of athletics and the general 
counsel are available for other staff members in the athletics department if they 
wish to discuss decisions within their responsibility. Often, decisions regarding 
intercollegiate athletics affect other departments within the university. Where 
appropriate the director of athletics works with other vice presidents or their staff 
as part of decision making. The president or the general counsel bring decisions 
requiring review by the president's executive staff before that group, joined by the 
director of athletics as appropriate. 

The following personal changes have been made during the course of this matter: 

• Rob Mullens hired as director of athletics (September 20 1 0). 

• Lisa Peterson hired as senior associate athletic director/senior woman 
administrator (October 201 1). 



• Eric Roedl hired as senior associate athletic director (December 201 1 ). 
Summary of previous major infractions casefsV 

• June 23. 2004 . This case was limited to the improper recruitment of a 
junior college football prospective student-athlete ^r^ ^X ^i^z 

hhh i ■■ ■ mmm Jh < 

violations, which consisted primarily of impermissible contacts and 
violations associated with the administration of a National Letter of Intent 
(NLI), occurred over a two-day period during January 2003. The knowing 
and intentional nature of | | conduct in this matter violated the 

ethical conduct standards set forth in NCAA Bylaw 10.1. It is for that 
reason that the case was considered to be "major." However, the 
committee noted that the Ul i juyau-ai llsp f & j ^ | ^ ^^^^^ ^^*Ti^ ^ ^| 
yssmgj and had never been involved in even a secondary violation prior 
to this infrac tion. Thus , it was the committee's conclusion that, taking into 
account that KjiiuH had no prior record of infractions, this appeared to 
be a serious one-time lapse in judgment of a well-established assistant 
coach. [A copy of the infractions case is attached as Exhibit NCAA-6.] 
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• December 23. 1981 . This case was a result of violations occurring 
primarily in the conduct of the institution's intercollegiate football 
program. The NCAA penalty included sanctions that prohibited the 
university's intercollegiate football team from participating in any 
postseason football bowl game following the 1982 season or from 
appearing on any NCAA-controlled television program or series during 
the 1982 season. In addition, the university was limited to only 25 initial 
grants-in-aid (rather than the then-limit of 30) to new student-athletes in 
the sport of football during the 1982-83 academic year, and was to be 
permitted to award only 28 new grants-in-aid during the 1983-84 
academic year. Also, as a result of two violations occurring in the men's 
basketball program, the university was permitted to award only 14 grants- 
in-aid (rather than the then-limit of 15) in the sport of basketball during 
the 1982-83 academic year. In August 1980, the Pacific- 10 Conference 
banned the university from participation in any football bowl game 
following the 1980 season, required the university to forfeit 10 football 
games from previous seasons and reduced by three the number of grants- 
in-aid available to new student-athletes in football for the 1981-82 
academic year. The Committee on Infractions also found numerous, 
serious violations involving benefits provided to enrolled student-athletes. 
The committee was concerned with the nature of the violations and the 
direct involvement of members of the university's athletic coaching staff 
in the violations. The university did not appeal the Committee on 
Infractions' findings or penalty in the case. In reference to the institution's 
football program, the committee found violations of NCAA legislation in 
varying degrees related to academic standards, extra benefits to student- 
athletes, recruiting, use of funds and ethical conduct. With regard to the 
university's men's basketball program, the committee found two violations 
related to the recruitment of one prospective student-athlete by former 
members of the university's basketball coaching staff. 

• With respect to football, the following self-reports have been filed with the 
conference: 





Pac-12 
Case No. 


Sport 


Violation Summary 


Individual 
Involved 


NCAA 
Bylaw 


1 


2007-037 


Football 


SA traveled with team 
prior to final eligibility 
being certified 




14.10.2 


2 


2007-102 


Football 


Exceeded limit of off- 
campus recruiters 




11.7.4.3 
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Pac-12 
Case No. 


Sport 


Violation Summary 


Individual 
Involved 


NCAA 
Bylaw 


3 


2008-037 


Football 


Father of injured FB S A 
was permitted to remain 
on the sidelines with son 
in the game in which he 
suffered a season-ending 
injury 




16.11.2.1 


4 


2008-040 


football 


Fan distributed home- 
made team highlight 
DVD at bowl practice 




16. 1 1.2.1 


5 


2008-116 


Football 
(and 
other 

sports) 


Local night club admitted 
SAs without having to 
pay a cover charge 




16.11.2.2.3 


6 


2008-123 


Football 


SA received 
impermissible benefits 
from a runner 




12.3.1.2 


/ 


OAAO 111 


rootball 


After receiving clearance 
from the conference, SA 
provided impermissible 
transportation for OV 
(town car from/to Seattle) 




13.5.2.2 


8 


2009-060 


Football 


SA practice prior to 
completing drug testing 
consent form 




14.1.4.1 


9 


2009-061 


Football 


PSA's father (Joe 
Montana) visited the AD's 
box during a contest 




13.6.7.2 


in 

1U 




root Dal 1 


PSA and parents were 
provided an off-campus 
meal during a UV 


Ron Hudson 


13. 7.2. 1.2 


11 


2009-066 


Football 


FB SA provided 
impermissible comp 
admissions (he hacked 
into the computerized 
comp admission system) 




16.2.1.1 


12 


2009-136 


Football 


Intern participated in 
CARA with SAs 


Alex Miller 


17.11.6 
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Pac-12 
Case No. 


Sport 


Violation Summary 


Individual 
Involved 


NCAA 
Bylaw 




tUU7- 1 J / 


1 UUliMII 


SA received 

1IIIJ1L3 HJISM OIL I Lll kjuilll 

(already graduated) 




1 J.ul.Z 


14 


2009-163 


Football 


crowu iiKHUgcniLiu 
permitted field access to 
PSA/SA families prior to 
the end of the contest 




13.7.2.1 


15 


2009-164 


Football 


SA attending training 
camp where 

itniv*rii ! it ccthlf* Hr*rt^fifc 

III1JKJ HUcOiLUlL. ULJILJH^ 

were provided 




12.1.2.1.6 


16 


2010-017 


Football 


T-shirt with SA logo sold 




12.5.2.1 


17 


2010-043 


Football 


Booster has impermissible 
correspondence with 
PSAs 




13.1.2.1 


18 


2010-066 


Football 


AD makes impermissible 
comment re FB PSA 




13.10.2 


1 Q 
1 y 




Football 


Ticket intern provided 
impermissible academic 
assistance to SA 




10 1 


20 


2010-132 


Football 


Impermissible tryout of 
signed PSAs (PSA and 
coach played catch after a 
spring practice) 


— 


13.11.1 


21 


2010-135 


Football 


Impermissible student 
hosts used to shuttle PSAs 
from coach to coach 




13.6.7.5 


22 


2010-136 


Football 


Impermissible extra 
bene fit - staff member 
made housing 
arrangements so SA could 

incarceration 




16.11.2 
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Pac-12 
Case No. 


Sport 


Violation Summary 


Individual 
Involved 


NCAA 
Bylaw 


23 


2010-233 


Football 


Impermissible recruiting 
activities during official 
visit (PSAs followed team 
from bus to locker room, 
personalized spiral-bound 
academic plan, poster of 
PSA likeness and jersey 
number displayed) 


— 


13.6.7.9 


24 


2011-055 


Football 


Impermissible financial 
aid provided to SA 
(mistake during data entry 
permitted SA to continue 
to receive summer aid for 
two extra months) 




15.01.2 


25 


2012-038 


Football 


Coach mistakenly phoned 
junior (data entry mistake 
for another PSA with the 
same name, phone 
numbers switched) 




13.1.3.1 



4. Background information for sports involved in the case. 

a. Overview of grants-in-aid- information . 

(I) Provide the average number of initial and total grants in aid that 
have been awarded during the past four academic years. 





Initial Grants 


Total Grants 




24 


85 


2009-10 


24 


85 


2010-11 


25 


85 


2011-12 


24 


S5 


Average 


24.25 


85 
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(2) Provide the number of initial grants-in-aid in effect for the current 
academic year (or upcoming academic year if the regular academic 
year is not in session) and the number of anticipated being in effect 
for the following academic year. 



Academic Year 


Initial Grants 


Total Grants 


2011-12 


24 


85 


2012-13 


25 


85 



b. Student-athletes on athletically related financial aid . 

Identify all student-athletes anticipated to be on athletically related 
financial aid as of the first semester of the next academic year who will 
have: 

(1) Four years of remaining eligibility and identify those individuals 
who have five years of enrollment (per the NCAA's five-year rule) 
to complete those four years. 



Student 


t-Athlete 




Last 


First 


1st Term Enrolled 


Armstead 


Arik 


Spring of 20 12 


Baylis 


Evan 


Spring of 20 12 


Blackmon 


Ashanti 


Fall of 2011 


Cassell 


Trokon-Rahim 


Fall of 2011 


Coleman 


Tyson 


Spring of 20 11 


Dixon 


Isaac 


Winter of 20 11 


Euscher 


James 


Fall of 2011 


French 


Christian 


Fall of 2011 


Garrick 


Carlyle 


Fall of 2011 


Johnstone 


Tyler 


Fall of 2011 


Ka'ai 


Lake Koa 


Fall of 2011 


Kamp 


Samuel 


Fall of 2011 


Kelley 


Beijan 


Fall of 20 11 


Mariota 


Marcus 


Fall of 2011 


Prater 


Robert 


Fall of 2011 


Rodrigues 


Jake 


Winter of 20 12 


Sumler 


Tacoi 


Fall of 2011 


Yruretagoyena 


Andre 


Fall of 2011 
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(2) Three years of remaining eligibility and identify those individuals 
who have four years of remaining enrollment to complete those 
three years. 



Student 


t-Athlete 




Last 


First 


1st Term Enrolled 


Bennett 


Bryan 


Fall of 2010 


Dargan 


Erick 


Fall of 2010 


Dungy 


Erick 


Fall of 2010 


Ekpre-Olomu 


Ifomeno 


Fall of 2011 


Fisher 


Jacob 


Fall of 2011 


Grasu 


Hroniss 


Fall of 2010 


Hardrick 


Rodney 


Fall of 2011 


Hill 


Troy 


Fall of 2010 


Lowe 


Keanon 


Fall of 2010 


Lyerla 


Colt 


Spring of 201 1 


Malone 


Derrick 


Fall of 2010 


Mathis 


Dior 


Spring of 2010 


Mitchell 


Terrance 


Spring of 2010 


Scales 


James 


Spring of 2010 


Thomas 


De'Anthony 


Fall of 2011 


Wallace 


Anthony 


Fall of 2011 


Washington 


Tony ' 


Fall of 2010 



(3) Two years of remaining eligibility and identify those individuals 
who have three years of remaining enrollment to complete those 
two years. 



Student 


t-Athlete 




Last 


First 


1st Term Enrolled 


Armstrong 


Karrington 


Fall of 2009 


Benyard 


Everett 


Fall of 2009 


Ebert 


Jared 


Fall of 2009 


Fox 


Trevor 


Fall of 2009 


Greig 


Colin 


Fall of 2009 


Hart 


Taylor 


Fall of 2009 


Hawkins 


Daryle 


Fall of 2009 


Heimuli 


Rickson 


Fall of 2010 


Howell 


Andrew 


Fall of 2010 
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Student 


t-Athlete 




Last 


First 


1st Term Enrolled 


Huff 


Joshua 


Fall of 2010 


Jackson 


Brian 


Fall of 2009 


Kamalani 


Keloni 


Fall of 2009 


Keliikipi 


Wade 


Fall of 2009 


Lokombo 


Boseko 


Fall of 2009 


Maldonado 


Alejandro 


Fall of 2010 


Patterson 


Avery 


Fall of 2009 



(4) One year of remaining eligibility and identify those individuals 
who have two years of remaining enrollment to complete that year. 



Student 


t-Athlete 




Last 


First 


1st Term Enrolled 


Alonso 


Kristian 


Fall of 2008 


Barner 


Kenjon 


Fall of 2008 


Beard 


Robert 


Fall of 2008 


Boyett 


John 


Winter of 2008 


Clanton 


Ryan 


Fall of 2008 


Clay 


Michael 


Fall of 2009 


Cody 


Nicholas 


Fall of 2008 


Jordan 


Dion 


Fall of 2008 


Palmer 


Jeffrey 


Fall of 2008 


Remington 


Isaac 


Spring of 2008 


Rice 


Jackson 


Fall of 2009 


Vaughn 


Rashaan 


Fall of 2011 


York 


Carson 


Winter of 2008 



c. Redshirt data . 

(1) Provide the average number of student-athletes during the previous 
four years who have redshirted. 



Academic Year 


Number of Redshirts Used 


2008-09 


7 


2009-10 


9 


2010-2011 


10 


2011-12 


15 


Average 


10.25 
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(2) Provide the number of student-athletes who are redshirting during 
the current academic year (or upcoming academic year if the 
regular academic year is not in session). 



Academic Year 


Number of Redshirts Used 


2011-12 


15 



d. Student-athletes on athletically related financial aid who withdrew . 

Provide the number of student-athletes in each of the previous four years 
who were awarded athletically related financial aid but who withdrew 
from the squad for reasons other than graduation or loss of eligibility. 



Academic Year 


Number of Withdrawals 


2008-09 


3 


2009-10 


5 


2010-11 


3 


2011-12 


6 



e. Institution's won-loss record . 

(1) Provide a list of the institution's win- loss record for the past four 
seasons. 



Academic Year 


Wins 


Losses 


2008-09 


10 


3 


2009-10 


10 


3 


2010-11 


12 


1 


2011-12 


12 


2 



(2) Provide the results of all postseason competition in which the 
institution has participated during the past four seasons. 



Academic 
Year 


Bowl Game 


Opponent 


Result 


2008-09 


Holiday Bowl 


Oklahoma State 


42-31 (W) 


2009-10 


Rose Bowl 


Ohio State 


17-16 (L) 


2010-11 


BCS Championship 


Auburn 


19-22 (L) 


2011-12 


Rose Bowl 


Wisconsin 


45-38 (W) 
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f. Official visits . 

Provide the average number of official paid visits provided by the 
institution to prospective student-athletes during the past four years. 



Academic Year 


Number of Official Visits 


2008-09 


52 


2009-10 


37 


2010-2011 


39 


2011-12 


37 


Average 


41.25 


Institution's squad lists (past four academic Years). 



See Exhibit NCAA-7. 



h. Room, board, books and tuition data . 



Provide the cost of room, board, books and tuition at the institution for the 
past four academic years 



20 


08-09 


Out-of-State 


Cost 




In-State 


Cost 


Tuition 


$ 19,941 


Tuition 


$ 6,531 


Room and Board 


$ 10,839 


Room and Board 


$ 10,839 


Books 


$ 400 


Books 


$ 400 


Totals 


$31,180 


Totals 


$ 17,770 




2009-10 


Out-of-State 


Cost 




In-State 


Cost 


Tuition 


$23,718 


Tuition 


$ 7,428 


Room and Board 


$ 11,429 


Room and Board 


$ 11,429 


Books 


$ 400 


Books 


$ 400 


Totals 


$ 35,547 


Totals 


$ 19,257 
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20 


10-11 


Out-of-State 


Cost 




In-State 


Cost 


Tuition 


$ 25,875 


Tuition 


$ 8,325 


Room and Board 


$ 11,538 


Room and Board 


$ 11,538 


Books 


$ 400 


Books 


$ 400 


Totals 


$37,813 


Totals 


$20,263 




2011-12 


Out-of-State 


Cost 




In-State 


Cost 


Tuition 


$ 27,738 


Tuition 


$ 8,883 


Room and Board 


$ 10,651 


Room and Board 


$ 10,651 


Books 


$ 400 


Books 


$ 400 


Totals 


$ 38,789 


Totals 


$ 19,934 



i. Pre-existing contracts . 

Provide a review of the institution's obligations (contractual and 
otherwise) concerning live telecasts of contests during the next three 
seasons. These should include, but are not limited to, contractual 
agreements negotiated by the institution's conference and opponent or 
through its sports network affiliations. 

Every football game will be broadcast on either the ESPN family of 
networks, Fox Network or the Pac-12 Network. 

j. Media guides (past four years) . 

Football media guides for the past four years will be furnished by the 
institution upon request. 

5. Identities, titles and biographical information for all individuals involved in the 
allegations . 
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H. List of Exhibits . 

1 . Notice of inquiry (memo to file). 

2. Applicable legislation and interpretation. 

5. Letters of reprimand and admonishment. 

6. June 23, 2004, Public Report of Infractions case. 

7. Football squad lists for the 2008-09, 2009-10, 2010-11 an 2011-12 academic 
years. 

8. Detailed chronology. 

9. List of individuals interviewed. 

1 0. Agreement forms of the parties. 



The National Collegiate Athletic Association 
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MEMORANDUM 



September 13,2011 

TO: University of Oregon File. 

FROM: David A. Didion, Director of Enforcement. 

SUBJECT: Verbal Notice of Inquiry. 

On Monday, September 12,-2011, the writer contacted Mike Glazier of the law firm Bond 
Schoeneck and King to inform him that the enforcement staff was prepared to contact President 
Richard Lariviere of the University of Oregon in order to deliver a verbal Notice of Inquiry. 
Glazier reported that he would get in touch with the president to discuss the matter and would 
contact the writer at the conclusion of his discussion. The writer received an email from Glazier 
the afternoon of September 12, indicating that President Lariviere was unavailable, but that the 
institution's general counsel would speak with the writer to discuss the verbal notice. 

The writer subsequently telephoned Randy Geller, the institution's general counsel, and 
informed him that the purpose of the writer's call was to provide a verbal Notice of Inquiry in 
accordance with NCAA Bylaw 32.5.1 and that this verbal communication was designed to assist 
in completing the investigation and resolution of the matter in a more timely manner. The writer 
informed Geller that the inquiry involved the sport of football and that the enforcement staff 
intended to conclude its inquiry by November 2011. Geller reported that he understood the 
purpose and the scope of the notice. 

The writer also discussed the enforcement staffs expectations and the institution's obligations in 
accordance with Bylaw 32.1.4 for the institution to assist in developing complete information 
during this inquiry and for the institution to protect the integrity of the investigation. Geller 
reported that the institution would continue to assist the enforcement staff in developing full and 
complete information and would continue to protect the integrity of the investigation. Geller 
asked the writer if the institution could receive a written Notice of Inquiry in addition to the 
verbal notice. The writer reported that the enforcement staff would provide a written notice if 
preferred. Geller reported that he would confer with President Lariviere on September 13, 201 1, 
and contact the writer with the institution's decision. 

The writer thanked Geller for his cooperation and reported that the writer looked forward to 
hearing from him regarding the decision on the written notice. The writer and Geller concluded 
the telephone conversation. 



DAD:pjp 
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Interpretation - 1 Interpretation 

Title: 

Scouting service providing oral reports 
Date Issued: December 16, 1987 
Date Published: December 16, 1987 
Type: Official Interpretation 
Item Ref : 9 

Interpretation: 

Considered the application of Case No, 20! to a situation in which a member institution wishes to subscribe to a 
scouting service that provides oral reports (as opposed to a published report or videotape) by telephone to 
member institutions regarding prospective student-athletes, with this service then to be supplemented by hand- 
written reports and letters; concluded that the provisions of Case No. 20J , which require that the service be 
made available to any institution desiring to subscribe and at the same fee rate for all subscribers, would not 
permit an institution's athletics department to subscribe to this scouting service, inasmuch as the material that is 
to be provided to each member institution is not standardized in a manner that ensures consistent distribution of 
information regarding each prospective student-athlete. 

References 



Leg 


islatlve 


References 


Other 


Div. 
I 


Number 
13.14.3 


Title 

Recruiting or Scouting Services. 





Dote Printed: April 13,20 II 
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Case No, 198 



Page 358 



Case No. 201 



the recipient, determining the amount of aid or providing 
matching or supplementary funds for a previously determined 
recipient; further, this includes off-campus employment earn- 
ings and othov sources of aid during the academic year for 
which the athletics interests of the institution intercede in be- 
half of the recipient. [B I-2-(h)-(l>] 



ArLicle 1, Section 4. Publicity, 

NO. 109-PUBLICITY FOR VISITING PROSPECTS 

Situation: The provisions of Bylaw l-4-(a}-{3) prohibit a member 
institution from publicizing or^ arranging publicity of the^visil of a 

Question: Is it permissible for an institution to make a general 
introduction of a visiting prospect at a function (eg., the institution's 
sports awards banquet or an intercollegiate athletics contest) that is 
attended by representatives of the news media or i$ open to the gen- 
eral public? 

Answer: No. The introduction of a prospect under such 
circumstances would constitute an arrangement of publicity of 
the visit to the institution's campus. [B l-l-(a)-(3)] 

NO. 200-PROSPECT ON COLLEGE GAME TELECAST 

Situation: During the telecast of an institution's intercollegiate 
contest, the station televising the game proposes to show a videotape 
of competition involving high school or junior college players. (300) 

Question: Could the institution permit the television station to 
show the videotape of the competition under NCAA legislation? 

Answer: No. A prospective student-athlete may not be in- 
terviewed or otherwise featured in any type of telecast involv- 
ing a member institution. [B l-4-(c)] 



Article 1, Section 5. Use of Funds. 

NO. 201 -PUBLISHED SCOUTING SERVICE 

Situation: An institution's athletics department wishes to sub- 
scribe to a periodic, regularly published scouting service pertaining to 
prospective student-athletes. This service takes the form of a printed 
report relating athletics and/or academic qualifications of prospects. 

Question: May an institution or one of its athletics department 
employees pay a fee to subscribe to this service? 

Answer: Yes. It is permissible to subscribe to a regularly 
published scouting service involving prospective student- 
athletes, provided this service is made available to any institu- 
tion desiring to subscribe and at the same fee rate for all sub- 
scribers. [B l-6-(b)] 



Bylaw 1-4 -(c) 
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Bylaw l-5-(g) 



coach is participating, or a program for which a member of the athletics 
staff of the NCAA institution has been instrumental in arranging the 
appearance of the prospect or coach or related program material. This 
prohibition applies to appearances in person or via film or video tape. 
(Revised: 1/10/79) [Case No. 200] 

Section 5, Use of Funds, (a) All funds for the recruiting of 
prospective student-athletes shall be deposited with the member 
institution, which shall be exclusively and entirely responsible for the 
manner in which it expends the funds. 

(b) An institution shall not pay any costs incurred by an athletics 
talent scout or a representative of its athletics interests in studying or 
recruiting prospective student-athletes. An institution may not place 
any such person on a fee or honoraiium basis and thereby claim the 
person as a staff member entitled to expense money. (Revised: 8/1/74) 



[Case Nos. 201 through 203] 

(c) No member institution shall permit any outside organization, 
agency or group of individuals to utilize, administer or expend funds for 
recruiting prospective student-athletes, including the transportation 
and entertainment of, and the giving of gifts or services to, prospective 
student-athletes or their relatives and friends. 

(d) The pooling of resources for recruiting purposes by two or more 
persons shall constitute such a fund, except that this provision shall not 
apply to persons upon whom a prospective student-athlete may be 



(e) Use of a company's funds to pay the expenses incurred in 
transporting a prospective student-athlete to the campus constitutes 
the use of pooled resources. 

(f) Bona fide alumni organizations of an institution may sponsor 
luncheons, teas or dinners at which prospective students (athletes and 
nonathletes) of that immediate locale are guests. A member institu- 
tion's area alumni organization may be considered a bona fide part of 
that institution, provided such organization is accredited by the chief 
executive officer of the institution and meets these additional terms 
and conditions; 

(1) A staff member of the institution periodically shall inspect 
the financial records of the alumni organization and certify that 
the expenditures comply with the rules and regulations of the 
NCAA and the conference of which the institution may be a 
member. 

(2) A club official shall be designated by the chief executive 
officer ds the institution's official agent in the administration of the 
club's funds, and said club official shall file regular reports to the 
institution relating the manner in which the club funds have been 
spent in the recruiting of student-athletes. 

(3) To facilitate administration of the one-visitation provision 
of Bylaw l-9-(a), whenever club funds are used to transport 
prospective student-athletes to the campus, the club official shall 
file a report with the institution including the names of the 
student-athletes so transported. 

; (g) When an alumni organization is certified by the chief executive 



as being a bona fide part of the institution, said organization 





1 3.13.2 Use of Institutional Facilities. A member institution's facilities shall not be made available for a 
high school all-star game unless the provisions of Bylaw 13.1 1.3.2 are met (see Bylaw 30.2. 1.4). Violations of this 
bylaw shall be considered institutional violations per Constitution 2.8.1; however, such violations shall not affect 
the prospective student-athlete's eligibility. (Revised: 8/5/04) 

1 3.1 3.3 Use of Institutional Equipment. It is not permissible for an institution to provide its athletics 
equipment to a prospective student-athlete (e.g., for use in a high school all-star game). Violations of this bylaw 
shall be considered institutional violations per Constitution 2.8.1; however, such violations shall not affect the 
prospec t i ve s t u den t-a thle te s el i gi bi li ty. ( Revised: 8/5/04) 



13.14 USE OF RECRUITING FUNDS 

13.14.1 Institutional Control. All funds for the 
itcd with the member institution, which shall be exclush 



prospective student-athletes shall be depos- 
entirely responsible for the manner in which such 



13.14.2 Visiting a Prospective Student-Athlete. A member institutions athletics department staff 
member may visit a prospective student-athlete or the prospective student-athletes relatives or legal guardian (s) 
at any location for recruiting purposes. However, on any such visit, the staff member may not expend any 
funds other than the amount necessary for his or her own personal expenses. 

13.14.3 Recruiting Services 

13.14.3.1 Published Recruiting Services. An institution may subscribe to a regularly published scouting 
service involving prospective student-athletes, provided this service is made available to all institutions desiring 
to subscribe and at the same fee rate for all subscribers. 

1 3.1 4.3.2 Video Services. Member institutions arc permitted to use video services so long as regularly sched- 
uled (regular season) high school or two-year college contests are involved. 7he institution may not contract widi 
the service in advance to have a particular contest videotaped, and the service must be available to all institutions 
at the same cost. Off-campus observation of a prospective student-athlete on a videotape made available by a 
scouting service is considered an evaluation activity and is subject to applicable evaluation regulations. (Revised: 
9/15/97) 

13.14.3.3 Effect of Violation. Violations of Bylaw 13-14.3 and its subsections shall be considered institutional 
Constitution 2.8.1; however, such violations shall not affect the prospective student-athletes eli- 

8/5/04) 

13.14.4 Slush Funds. An institution shall not permit any outside organization, agency or group of indi- 
viduals to use, administer or expend funds for recruiting prospective student-athletes, including the trans- 
portation and en tertainment of, and the giving of gifts or services to, prospective student-athletes or their 

13.14.4.1 Pooled Resources. The pooling of resources for recruiting purposes by two or more persons shall 
constitute such a slush fund. However, this provision shall not apply to persons on whom a prospective student- 
athlete may be naturally or legally dependent. 

13.14.4.2 Company Funds. The use of a company's funds to pay die expenses incurred in transporting a pro- 
spective student-athlete to the campus constitutes the use of ponied resources. 

13.14.5 Alumni Organizations. Bona fide alumni organizations of an institution may sponsor lun- 
cheons, teas or dinners at which prospective students (athletes and nonathletes) of that immediate locale are 
guests. A member institution's area alumni organization may be considered a bona fide part of that institu- 
tion, provided such an organization is accredited by the chancellor or president of the institution and meets 
these additional terms and conditions: (Revised: 3/8/06) 

(a) A staff member of the institution periodically shall inspect the financial records of the alumni organization 
and certify that the expenditures comply with the rules and regulations of the NCAA and the conference(s), 
if any, of which the institution is a member; and 

(b) A club official shall be designated by the chancellor or president as the institutions official agent in the 
administration of the clubs funds, and said club official shall file regular reports to the institution relating 
the manner in which the club funds have been spent in the recruiting of student-athletes. 

13.14.5.1 Subject to NCAA Rules. When an alumni organization is certified by the chancellor or president as 
being a bona fide part of the institution, said organization becomes subject to all of the limitations placed on the 
member institution by NCAA legislation. A violation of such legislation by any member of the alumni organiza- 
tion shall be a violation by the member institution. (Revised: 3/8/06) 

1 3.1 4.5.2 Effect of Violation. Violations of Bylaw 13.1 4. 5 and its subsections shall be considered institutional 
violations per Constitution 2.8.1; however, such violations shall not affect die prospective student-athletes eli- 
gibility. (Adopted: 8/5/04) 
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the months of June and July or any calendar week (Sunday through Saturday) that includes days of those 
months (e.g., May 28-June 3). The dates of the two 1 5-day periods must be on file in the office of the 
athletics director. In basketball, a coach (or any individual with basketball-only responsibilities) may not be 
employed at a noninstitutional privately owned camp or clinic. (Revised: 4/28/05 effective 8/1/05, 5/26/06) 

13.12.2.3.4 Noncoaching Athletics Staff Members with Department-Wide Responsibilities. 
A noncoaching athletics staff member with department-wide responsibilities may present an educational 
session at a noninstitutional, privately owned camp/clinic that is not operated under the restrictions ap- 
plicable to institutional camps/clinics, provided the staff member does not make a recruiting presentation. 
(Adopted: 4/29/04 effective 8/1/04) 

13.12.2.3.5 Noninstitutional Fundamental Skills Camp/CHnic. An institutions athletics depart- 
ment personnel may serve in any capacity at a noninstitutional camp or clinic conducted under the follow- 
ing conditions: (Adopted: 1/13/03) 

(a) The camp or clinic is designed to develop fundamental skills in a sport (rather than refine the abilities 
of skilled participants in the sport); 

(b) The camp or clinic is open to the general public (except for restrictions in age or number of partici- 
pants); 

(c) The camp or clinic is conducted primarily for educational purposes and does not include material 
benefits for the participants (e.g., awards, prizes, merchandise, gifts); 

(d) Participants do not receive a recruiting presentation; and 

(e) All participants reside in the state in which the camp/clinic is located or within 100 miles of the 
camp/clinic. 

13.12.2.3.6 Effect of Violation. Violations of Bylaw 13.12.2.3 and its subsections shall be considered 
institutional violations per Constitution 2.8.1; however, such violations shall not affect the prospective 
student-athlete's eligibility. (Adopted- 8/5/04) 

13.13 HIGH SCHOOL ALL-STAR GAMES 

13.13.1 Coach Involvement. A member institution shall not permit any coach or athletics department 
staff member directly involved in the recruiting of student-athletes to participate (direcdy or indirectly) in the 
management, coaching, officiating, supervision, promotion or player selection of any all-star team or contest in- 
volving interscholastic players or those who, during the previous school year, were members of high school athlet- 
ics teams. Violations of this bylaw shall be considered institutional violations per Constitution 2.8.1 and shall not 
affect the prospective student-athlete's eligibility. (Revised- 4/24/03 effective 8/1/03, 3126104) 

1 3.1 3.1 .1 Previous Contractual Agreement If a coach has made a contractual commitment to coach in 
a high school all-star game prior to being employed by a member institution and then becomes a member of the 
institutions staff before the game is held, the coach shall be obligated to observe this provision and disassociate 
himself or herself from the all-star game. 

1 3.1 3.2 Use of Institutional Facilities. A member institutions facilities shall not be made available for a 
high school all-star game unless the provisions of Bylaw 13.11.3.2 are met (see Bylaw 30.2.1.4). Violations of this 
bylaw shall be considered institutional violations per Constitution 2.8.1; however, such violations shall not affect 
the prospective student-athlete's eligibility. (Revised: 8/5/04) 

1 3.1 3.3 Use of Institutional Equipment. It is not permissible for an institution to provide its athletics 
equipment to a prospective student-athlete (e.g., for use in a high school all-star game). Violations of this bylaw 
shall be considered institutional violations per Constitution 2.8.1; however, such violations shall not affect the 
prospective student-athlete's eligibility. (Revised: 8/5/04) 

13.14 USE OF RECRUITING FUNDS 

13.14.1 Institutional Control. All funds for the recruiting of prospective student-athletes shall be depos- 
ited with the member institution, which shall be exclusively and entirely responsible for the manner in which such 
funds are expended. 

13.14.2 Visiting a Prospective Student-Athlete. A member institution's athletics department staff 
member may visit a prospective student-athlete or the prospective student-athletes relatives or legal guardian (s) 
at any location for recruiting purposes. However, on any such visit, the staff member may not expend any funds 
other than the amount necessary for his or her own personal expenses. 

13.14.3 Recruiting Services. 

1 3.1 4.3.1 Published Recruiting Services. An institution may subscribe to a regularly published scouting 
service involving prospective student-athletes, provided this service is made available to all institutions desiring 
to subscribe and at the same fee rate for all subscribers. 
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13.14.3.2 Video Services, Member institutions are permitted to use video seivic.es so long as only regularly 
scheduled (regular season) high school or two-year college contests ate involved. The institution may not con- 
tract with the service in advance to have a particular contest videotaped, and the service must be available to 
all institutions at the same cost, OfF-campus observation of a prospective student-athlete on a videotape made 
available by a scouting service is considered an evaluation activity and is subject to applicable evaluation regula- 
tions. (Revised: 9/1.997) 

13.14.3.3 Effect of Violation. Violations of Bylaw 13.14.3 and its subsections shall be considered institu- 
tional violations per Constitution 2.8.1; however, such violations shall not affect the prospective srudcnr-athlete's 
eligibility. (Adopted: 8/5/04) 

1 3.14.4 Slush Funds. An institution shall not permit any outside organization, agency or group of individu- 
als to use, administer ot expend funds for recruiting prospective student-athletes, including the transportation 
and entertainment of, and the giving of gifts or services to, prospective student-athletes or their relatives, legal 
guard ian(s) or friends. 

13.14.4.1 Pooled Resources. Die pooling of resources for recruiting purposes by two or more persons shall 
constitute such a slush fund. However, this provision shall not apply to persons upon whom a prospect may be 
naturally or legally dependent. 

13.14.4.2 Company Funds. 'Trie use of a company's funds to pay the expenses incurred in transporting a 
prospective student-athlete to the campus constitutes the use of pooled resources. 

1 3.1 4,5 Alumni Organizations. Bona fide alumni organizations of an institution may sponsor luncheons, 
teas or dinners at which prospective students (athletes and nonathletes) of that immediate locale are guests. A 
member institution's area alumni organization may be considered a bona fide part of that institution, provided 
such an organization is accredited by the president or chancellor of the institution and meets these additional 
terms and conditions; (Revised: 3/8/06) 

(a) A staff member of the institution periodically shall inspect the financial records of the alumni organization 
and certify that the expenditures comply with the rules and regulations of the NCAA and the conferencc(s), 
if any, of which the institution is a member; and 

(b) A club official shall be designated by the president or chancellor as the institutions official agent in the ad- 
ministration of the dub's funds, and said club official shall file regular reports to the institution relating the 
manner in which the club funds have been spent in the recruiting of student-athletes. (Revised: 3/8/06) 

13.1 4.5.1 Subject to NCAA Rules. When an alumni organization is certified by the president or chancel- 
lor as being a bona fide part of die institution, said organization becomes subject to all of the limitations placed 
upon the member institution by NCAA legislation. A violation of such legislation by any member of the alumni 
organization shall be a violation by the member institution. (Revised: 3/8/06) 

13.14.5.2 Effect of Violation. Violations of Bylaw 13.14.5 and its subsections shall be considered institu- 
tional violations per Constitution 2.8. 1; however, such violations shall not affect the prospective student-athlete's 
eligibility. (Adopted: 8/5/04) 

13.15 PRECOLLEGE EXPENSES 

13.15.1 Prohibited Expenses. An institution or a representative of its athletics interests shall not offer, 
provide or arrange financial assistance, directly or indirectly, to pay (in whole or in part) the costs of the prospec- 
tive student-athlete's educational or other expenses for any period prior to his or her enrollment or so the prospec- 
tive student-athlete can obtain a postgraduate education. For violations of Bylaw 13.15 in which the value of the 
benefit received directly by the prospective student-adiletc is $100 or less, the eligibility of the prospective student- 
athlete shall not be affected conditioned on the prospective student-athlete repaying the value of the benefit to 
a charity of his or her choice. However, the prospective student-athlete shall remain ineligible from the time the 
institution has knowledge of receipt of the direct impermissible benefit until the prospective student-athlete repays 
the benefit. Violations of this bylaw remain institutional violations per Constitution 2.8.1, and documentation of 
the prospective student-athlete's repayment shall be forwarded to the enforcement staff. (Revised: 8/5/04) 

1 3.1 5.1 .1 Extent of Prohibition. Hie provisions of Bylaw 13.15. 1 apply to all prospective student-athletes, 
including those who have signed a National Letter of Intent or an institutional offer of admission or financial 
aid. 

13.15.1.2 Fundraising for High School Athletics Program. An institution may not provide funding, 
directly or through paid advertisements, to benefit a high school athletics program. Violations of this bylaw do 
not affect a prospective student-athletes eligibility and are considered institutional violations per Constitution 
2.8.1. (Adopted: 1/10/92; Revised: 4/26/01) 

13.15.1.2.1 Involvement by Locai Representatives of Institution's Athletics Interests. A repre- 
sentative of an institution's athletics interests may provide funding to benefit a high school athletics program 
located hi the community til which die athletics representative resides, provided: (Adopted: 1/10192) 

(a) The representative acts independently of die institution; 
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bylaw shall be considered institutional violations per Constitution 2.8.1 ; however, such violations shall not affect 
the prospective student-athletes eligibility. (Revised: 8/5/04) 

13.13.3 Use of Institutional Equipment. It is not permissible for an institution to provide its athletics 
equipment to a prospective student-athlete (e.g., for use in a high school all-scar game). Violations of this bylaw 
shall be considered institutional violations per Constitution 2.8.1; however, such violations shall not affect the 
prospective student-athletes eligibility. (Revised: 8/5/04) 

13.14 USE OF RECRUITING FUNDS 

13.14.1 Institutional Control. All funds for the recruiting of prospective student-athletes shall be depos- 
ited with the member institution, which shall be exclusively and entirely responsible for the manner in which such 
funds are expended. 

13.14.2 Visiting a Prospective Student-Athlete. A member institution's athletics department staff 
member may visit a prospective student-athlete or the prospective student-athletes relatives or legal guardians 
at any location for recruiting purposes. However, on any such visit, the staff member may not expend any funds 
other than the amount necessary for his or her own personal expenses. 

13.14.3 Recruiting Services. 

13.14.3.1 Published Recruiting Services. An institution may subscribe to a regularly published scouting 
service involving prospective student-athletes, provided this service is made available to all institutions desiring 
to subscribe and at the same fee rate for all subscribers. 

13.14.3.2 Video Services. Member institutions are permitted to use video services, provided only regu- 
larly scheduled (regular season) high school or two-year college contests are involved. The institution may not 
contract with the service in advance to have a particular contest recorded or provided, and the service must be 
available to all institutions at the same cost. Off-campus observation of a prospective student-athlete via video 
made available by a scouting service is considered an evaluation activity and is subject to applicable evaluation 
regulations. (Revised: 9/15/97) 

13.14.3.3 Effect of Violation. Violations of Bylaw 13.14.3 and its subsections shall be considered institu- 
tional violations per Constitution 2.8.1; however, such violations shall not affect the prospective student-athletes 
eligibility. (Adopted: 8/5/04) 

1 3.1 4.4 Slush Funds. An institution shall not permit any outside organization, agency or group of individu- 
als to use, administer or expend funds for recruiting prospective student-athletes, including the transportation 
and entertainment of, and the giving of gifts or services to, prospective student-athletes or their relatives, legal 
guardians or friends. 

13.1 4.4.1 Pooled Resources. The pooling of resources for recruiting purposes by two or more persons shall 
constitute such a slush fund. However, this provision shall not apply to persons upon whom a prospect may be 
naturally or legally dependent. 

13.14.4.2 Company Funds. The use of a company's funds to pay the expenses incurred in transporting a 
prospective student-athlete to the campus constitutes die use of pooled resources. 

1 3.1 4.5 Alumni Organizations. Bona fide alumni organizations of an institution may sponsor luncheons, 
teas or dinners at which prospective students (athletes and nonathletes) of that immediate locale are guests. A 
member institutions area alumni organization may be considered a bona fide part of that institution, provided 
such an organization is accredited by the president or chancellor of the institution and meets these additional 
terms and conditions: (Revised: 3/8/06) 

(a) A staff member of the institution periodically shall inspect the financial records of the alumni organization 
and certify that the expenditures comply with the rules and regulations of the NCAA and the conference(s), 
if any, of which the institution is a member; and 

(b) A club official shall be designated by the president or chancellor as the institution's official agent in the ad- 
ministration of the clubs funds, and said club official shall file regular reports to the institution relating the 
manner in which the club funds have been spent in the recruiting of student-athletes. (Revised: 3/8/06) 

13.1 4.5.1 Subject to NCAA Rules. When an alumni organization is certified by the president or chancellor 
as being a bona fide part of the institution, said organization becomes subject to all of the limitations placed 
upon the member institution by NCAA legislation. A violation of such legislation by any member of the alumni 
organization shall be a violation by the member institution. (Revised' 3/8/06) 

13.14.5.2 Effect of Violation. Violations of Bylaw 13.14.5 and its subsections shall be considered institu- 
tional violations per Constitution 2.8.1; however, such violations shall not affect the prospective student-athlete's 
eligibility. (Adopted: 8/5/04) 

13.15 PRECOLLEGE EXPENSES 

13.15.1 Prohibited Expenses. An institution or a representative of its athletics interests shall not offer, pro- 
vide or arrange financial assistance, direcdy or indirecdy, to pay (in whole or in part) the costs of the prospective 
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institutions staff before the game is held, the coach shall be obligated to observe this provision and disassociate 
himself or herself from the all-star game. 

1 3.1 3.2 Use of Institutional Facilities. A member institution's facilities shall not be made available for a 
high school all-star game unless the provisions of Bylaw 13.11.3.2 are met (see Bylaw 14.6.4). Violations of this 
bylaw shall be considered institutional violations per Constitution 2.8.1; however, such violations shall not affect 
the prospective student-athlete's eligibility. (Revised: 8/5/04) 

13.13.3 Use of Institutional Equipment, ft is not permissible for an institution to provide its athletics 
equipment to a prospective student-athlete (e.g., for use in a high school all-star game). Violations of this bylaw 
shall be considered institutional violations per Constitution 2.8.1; however, such violations shall not affect the 
prospective student-athlete's eligibility. (Revised: 8/5/04) 
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13.14 USE OF RECRUITING FUNDS 

13.14.1 Institutional Control. All funds for the recruiting of prospective student-athletes shall be depos- 
ited with the member institution, which shall be exclusively and entirely responsible for die manner in which such 
funds are expended. 

13.14.2 Visiting a Prospective Student-Athlete. A member institutions athletics department staff 
member may visit a prospective student-athlete or the prospective student-athlete's relatives or legal guardians 
at any location for recruiting purposes. However, on any such visit, the staff member may not expend any funds 
other than the amount necessary for his or her own personal expenses. 

13.14.3 Recruiting or Scouting Services. An institution may subscribe to a recruiting or scouting ser- 
vice involving prospective student-athletes, provided the institution does not purchase more than one annual 
subscription to a particular service and the service: (Adopted: 1/1/02, Revised: 1/16/10) 

(a) Is made available to all institutions desiring to subscribe and at the same fee rate for all subscribers; 

(b) Publicly identifies all applicable rates; 

(c) Disseminates information (e.g., reports, profiles) about prospective student-athletes at least four times per 
calendar year; 

(d) Publicly identifies the geographical scope of the service (e.g., local, regional, national) and reflects broad-based 
coverage of the geographical area in the information it disseminates; 

(e) Provides individual analysis beyond demographic information or rankings for each prospective student-ath- 
lete in the information it disseminates; (Revised: 4/13/10) 

(f) Provides access to samples or previews of the information it disseminates before purchase or" a subscription; 
and 

(g) Provides video that is restricted to regularly scheduled (regular-season) high school, preparatory school or 
two-year college contests and for which the institution made no prior arrangements for recording. (Note: This 
provision is applicable only if the subscription includes video services.) 

13.143.1 Effect of violation. Violations of Bylaw 13.14.3 and its subsections shall be considered institu- 
donal violations per Constitution 2.8. 1 ; however, such violations shall not affect the prospective student-athletes 
eligibility. (Adopted: 8/5/04) 

1 3.14*4 Slush Futlds. An institution shall not permit any outside organization, agency or group of individu- 
als to use, administer or expend funds for recruiting prospective student-athletes, including the transportation 
and entertainment of, and the giving of gifts or services to, prospective student-athletes or their relatives, legal 
guardians or friends. 

1 3.1 4.4.1 Pooled Resources. The pooling of resources for recruiting purposes by two or more persons shall 
constitute such a slush fund. However, this provision shall not apply to persons upon whom a prospect may be 
naturally or legally dependent. 

13.14.4.2 Company Funds. The use of a company's funds to pay the expenses incurred in transporting a 
prospective student-athlete to the campus constitutes the use of pooled resources. 

1 3*14*5 Alumni Organizations. Bona fide alumni organizations of an institution may sponsor luncheons, 
teas or dinners at which prospective students (athletes and nonathletes) of that immediate locale are guests. A 
member institution's area alumni organization may be considered a bona fide part of that institution, provided 
such an organization is accredited by the president or chancellor of the institution and meets these additional 
terms and conditions: (Revised' 3/8/06) 

(a) A staff member of the institution periodically shall inspect the financial records of the alumni organization 
and certify that the expenditures comply with the rules and regulations of the NCAA and rite conference^), 
if any, of which the institution is a member; and 

(b) A club official shall be designated by the president or chancellor as the institution's official agent in the ad- 
ministration of the clubs funds, and said club official shall file regular reports to the institution relating the 
manner in which the club funds have been spent in the recruiting of student-athletes. (Revised- 3/8/06) 
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(a) Hie camp or clinic is designed to develop fundamental skills in a sport (rather than refine the abilities 
of skilled participants in the sport); 

(b) The camp or clinic is open to the general public (except for restrictions in age or number of partici- 
pants); 

(c) The camp or clinic is conducted primarily for educational purposes and does not include material 
benefits for the participants (e.g., awards, prizes, merchandise, gifts); 

(d) Participants do not receive a recruiting presentation; and 

(e) All participants reside in the state in which the camp/clinic is located or within 100 miles of the 
camp/clinic. 

13.12.3 Notification of Ineligibility and Consequences of Violation — Men's Basketball. In 

men's basketball, if a violation specified below occurs, the institution shall declare each involved prospective stu- 
dent-athlete ineligible. Within 30 days of becoming aware of the violation, the institution shall provide written 
notification to each involved prospective student-athlete that the actions of the institution affected the prospective 
student-athletes eligibility. The written notification shall also include an explanation of the consequences of the 
violation for the prospective student-athlete. (Adopted: 8/12/10) 

(a) A violation of Bylaw 13. 1 2.2.2-(b) in which an institution or men's basketball staff member employs (either 
on a salaried or a volunteer basis) an individual associated with a recruited prospective student-athlete at the 
institutions camp or clinic. 

(b) A violation of 13.12 in which an institutional boys' basketball camp offers a participation registration, proce- 
dure, fee structure, advertisement and/or logistical experience (e.g., lodging, meals, transportation or awards/ 
mementos) that differs from other institutional boys' basketball camps. 

13.13 HIGH SCHOOL ALL-STAR GAMES 

13.1 3.1 Coach Involvement. A member institution shall not permit any coach or athletics department staff 
member direcdy involved in the recruiting of prospective student-athletes to participate (directly or indirectly) 
in the management, coaching, officiating, supervision, promotion or participant selection of any all-star team or 
contest involving interscholastic participants or those who, during the previous school year, were members of high 
school athletics teams. [D] (Revised: 4/24/03 effective 8/1/03, 3/26/04) 

1 3.1 3.1.1 Previous Contractual Agreement. If a coach has made a contractual commitment to coach in a 
high school all-star game prior to being employed by a member institution and then becomes a member of the 
institution's staff before the game is held, the coach shall be obligated to observe this provision and disassociate 
himself or herself from the all-star game. [D] (Revised: 4/24103 effective 8/1/03) 

13.13.2 Use of Institutional Facilities. A member institution's facilities shall not be made available for a 
high school all-star game unless the provisions of Bylaw 13.11.3.2 are met (see Bylaw 14.6.4). ID] (Revised 8/5/04) 

13.13.3 Use of Institutional Equipment. It is not permissible for an institution to provide its athletics 
equipment to a prospective student-athlete (e.g., for use in a high school all-star game). [D] (Revised- 8/5/04) 

13.14 USE OF RECRUITING FUNDS 

13.14.1 Institutional Control. All funds for the recruiting of prospective student-athletes shall be depos- 
ited with the member institution, which shall be exclusively and entirely responsible for the mariner in which such 
funds are expended. 

13.14.2 Visiting a Prospective Student-Athlete. A member institution's athletics department staff 
member may visit a prospective student-athlete or the prospective student-athlete's relatives' or legal guardians 
at any location for recruiting purposes. However, on any such visit, the staff member may not expend any funds 
other than the amount necessary for his or her own personal expenses. 

13.14.3 Recruiting or Scouting Services. An institution may subscribe to a recruiting or scouting ser- 
vice involving prospective student-athletes, provided the institution does not purchase more than one annual 
subscription to a particular service and the service: [D] (Adopted 1/1/02, Revised 8/5/04, 1/16/10) 

(a) Is made available to all institutions desiring to subscribe and at the same fee rate for all subscribers; 

(b) Publicly identifies all applicable rates; 

(c) Disseminates information (e.g., reports, profiles) about prospective student-athletes at least four times per 
calendar year; 

(d) Publicly identifies the geographical scope of the service (e.g., local, regional, national) and reflects broad-based 
coverage of the geographical area in the information it disseminates; 

(e) Provides individual analysis beyond demographic information or rankings for each prospective student-ath- 
lete in the information it disseminates; (Revised 4/13/10) 

(f) Provides access to samples or previews of the information it disseminates before purchase of a subscription; 
and 
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(g) Provides video that is restricted to regularly scheduled (regular-season) high school, preparatory school or 
two-year college conrests and fnr which the institution made no prior arrangements for recording. (Note: This 
provision is applicable only if the subscription includes video services.) 

13.14.3.1 Video-Only Services. An institution is permitted to use or subscribe to a video service that only 
provides video of prospective student-athletes and docs not provide information about or analysis of prospective 
studcnr-arhletcs. Use of a subscription to such a sctvicc is subject ro the provisions of Bylaw 13.14.3, except for 
subsections (c) and (c). ID] (Adopted: 1/15/1 1) 

13.1 4.4 Slush Funds. An institution shall not permit any outside organization, agency or group of individu- 
als to use, administer or expend funds for recruiting prospective student-athletes, including the transportation 
and entertainment of, and the giving of gifts or services to, prospective student-athletes or their relatives, legal 
guardians or friends. 

13.14.4.1 Pooled Resources. The pooling of resources lor recruiting purposes by two or more persons shall 
constitute such a slush fund. However, this provision shall not apply ro persons upon whom a prospect may be 
naturally or legally dependent. 

13.14.4.2 Company Funds. 'The use of a company's funds to pay the expenses incurred in transporting a 
prospective student-athlete to the campus constitutes the use of pooled resources. 

13.14.5 Alumni Organizations. Bona fide alumni organizations of an institution may sponsor luncheons, 
teas or dinners at which prospective students (athletes and nonathlctcs) of that immediate locale arc guests. A 
member institutions area alumni organization may be considered a bona fide part of that institution, provided 
such an organization is accredited by the president or chancellor of the institution and meets these additional 
terms and conditions: [D] (Revised: 8/5104, 3/8/06) 

(a) A staff member of the institution periodically shall inspect the financial records of the alumni organization 
and certify that the expenditures comply with the rules and regulations of the NCAA and the conference(s), 
if any, of which the institution is a member; and 

(b) A club official shall be designated by the president or chancellor as the institutions official agent in the ad- 
ministration of the club's funds, and said club oflicial shall file regular reports to the institution relating the 
manner in which the club funds have been spent in the recruiting of student-athletes. (Revised: 3/8/06) 

13.14.5.1 Subject to NCAA Rules. If an alumni organization is certified by the president or chancellor as 
being a bona fide part of the institution, said organization becomes subject to all of the limitations placed upon 
the member institution by NCAA legislation. A violation of such legislation by any member of the alumni orga- 
nization shall be a violation by the member institution. [D] (Revised: 8/5/04, 3/8/06) 

1 3.1 5 PRECOLLEGE EXPENSES 

13,15.1 Prohibited Expenses. An institution or a representative of its athletics interests shall not offer, pro- 
vide or arrange financial assistance, directly or indirectly, ro pay (in whole or in part) the costs of the prospective 
student-athletes educational or other expenses for any period prior to his or her enrollment or so the prospective 
student-athlete can obtain a postgraduate education. [R] (Revised: 8/5/04) 

1 3.1 5.1 .1 Extent of Prohibition. Ihe provisions of Bylaw 13.15.1 apply to all prospective student-athletes, 
including those who have signed a National Letter of Intent or an institutional offer of admission or financial aid. 

13.15.1.2 Fund raising for High School Athletics Program. An institution may not provide funding, di- 
rectly or through paid advertisements, to benefit a high school athletics program. [D] (Adopted: 1/10/92, Revised: 
4/26/01) 

1 3.1 5.1 .2.1 Involvement by Local Representatives of Institution's Athletics Interests. A repre- 
sentative of an institutions athletics interests may provide funding to benefit a high school athletics program 
located in the community in which the athletics representative resides, provided: (Adopted: 1/10/92) 

(a) Hie representative acts independently of the institution; 

(b) The funds are distributed through channels established by the high school or rite organization con- 
ducting the fundraising activity; and 

(c) The funds are not earmarked directly for a specific prospective student-athlete. 

13.15.1.3 College Use of High School Facility. An institution may not contribute to a high school or its 
athletics booster dub any funds realized from an athletics contest played or a practice held at a high school facil- 
ity, except actual and necessary expenses for rental of the facility. 

13.15.1.4 State High School Association Use of Member Institution's Facilities. An institution may 
permit a state high school association to use its facilities to host state high school championship events at a re- 
duced rate. (Adopted: 8/5/04) 

1 3.1 5.1 .5 High School Contest in Conjunction with College Competition. A high school contest held 
in conjunction with an institutions intercollegiate contest shall be governed by the following: (Revised: 1/10/90, 
1/10/95) 
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1 3.14 Use of Recruiting Funds, 

13.14.1 Institutional Control. All Funds for the recruiting of prospective stud i:m- athletes shall be depos- 
ited with the member institution, which shall be exclusively and entirely responsible for the manner in which such 
funds arc expended. 

13.14.2 Visiting a Prospective Student-Athlete. A member institution's athletics department staff 
member may visit a prospective student-athlete or die prospective scudcnt-adilete's relatives or legal guardians 
at any location for recruiting purposes. However, on any such visit, the staff member may not expend any funds 
other than die amount necessary for his or her own personal expenses. 

13.14.3 Recruiting or Scouting Services, 




one annual subscription to a particular sen-ice and the service: [D] 



J/1/02, Revised: 



(a) Is made available to all institutions desiring to subscribe and at the same fee rate for all subscribers; 

(b) Publicly identifies all applicable rates; 

(c) Disseminates information (e.g., reports, profiles) about prospective student-athletes at least four times 
per calendar year; 

(d) Publicly identifies the geographical scope of die service (e.g., local, regional, national) and reflects broad- 
based coverage of the geographical area in the information it disseminates; 

(c) Provides individual analysis beyond demographic information or rankings for each prospective student- 
athlete in the information it disseminates; and (Revised: 4/13/10) 

(f) Provides access to samples or previews of the information it disseminates before purchase of a subscrip- 
tion. 
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£3.1 4.3,3 Subscription Limited to Approved Services— Basketball and Football. In basket 
fpbtBall, an institution shall not subscribe to a recruiting or scouting' service Unless the service has been a r-x . 
by die. NCAA pursuant to an annual approval process. [D] (Adopted- 1/14112 effective 6(1/12) 

13.14,4 Slush Funds. An institution shall not permit any outside organization, agency or group of Individu- 
als to use, administer or expend funds for recruiting prospective student-athletes, including the transportation 
and entertainment of, and the giving of gifts or services to, prospective student-athletes or their relatives, legal 
ians or friends. 



13.14.4.1 Pooled Resources, The pooling of resources for recruiting purposes by two or more persons shall 
constitute such a slush fund. However, this provision shall not apply to persons upon whom a prospect may be 
naturally or legally dependent. 

13.14.4.2 Company Funds. Hie use of a company's funds to pay the expenses incurred in transporting a 
prospective student-athlete to die campus constitmcs the use of pooled resources. 

1 3.14.5 Alumni Organizations. Bona fide alumni organizations of an institution may sponsor luncheons, 
teas or dinners at which prospective students (athletes and nonathlctes) of that immediate locale arc guests. A 
member institution's area alumni organization may be considered a bona fide part of drat institution, provided 
such an organization is accredited by the president or chancellor of the institution and meets these additional 
terms and conditions: (Revised- 3/8/06) 

(a) A staff member of the institution periodically shall inspect the financial records of the alumni organization 
and certify that the expenditures comply with the rules and regulations of the NCAA and the confcrence(s), 
if any, of which the institution is a member; and 

(b) A club official shall be designated by the president or chancellor as the institution's official agent in the ad- 
ministration of the club's funds, and said club official shall file regular reports to the institution relating the 
manner in which the club funds have been spent in the recruiting of student-athletes. (Revised; 3/8/06) 
13.14.5.1 Subject to NCAA Rules, If an alumni organization is certified by die president or chancellor as 
being a bona fide part of the institution, said organization becomes subject to all of die limitations placed upon 
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CONTACT: 

Thomas E. Yeager, chair 
NCAA Division I 
Committee on Infractions 
Colonial Athletic Association 



UNIVERSITY OF OREGON 
PUBLIC INFRACTIONS REPORT 



L INTRODUCTION. 

This case was limited to the improper recruitment of a junior college football prospective 
student-athlete (hereafter, "the prospect") by a University of Oregon assistant football 
coach (hereafter, "the assistant coach"). The violations, which consisted primarily of 
impermissible contacts and violations associated with the administration of a National 
Letter of Intent (NLI), occurred over a two-day period during January 2003. The 
knowing and intentional nature of the assistant coach's conduct in this matter violated the 
ethical conduct standards set forth in NCAA Bylaw 10.1. It is for that reason that the 
case was considered to be "major." However, the committee noted that the assistant 
coach was in his 19th year at the institution and had never been involved in even a 
secondary violation prior to this infraction. Thus, it was the committee's conclusion that, 
taking into account that the assistant coach had no prior record of infractions, this 
appeared to be a serious one-time lapse in judgment of a well-established assistant coach. 

The violations first came to light on the morning of Friday, January 17, 2003, when an 
administrative assistant in the football office reported to the compliance office that 
Internet recruiting services were reporting that there might be a problem with the with the 
prospect's NLI. The compliance office faxed the NLI in question to the Pacific- 10 
Conference (Pac-10) office for a determination of its validity. The conference office 
initially determined that the NLI appeared to be valid. Shortly thereafter the coordinator 
of student-athlete retention stopped by the compliance office and stated that the football 
staff did not think that the NLI was valid since it was executed after the January 15, 2003, 
11:59 p.m. deadline for mid-year junior college transfers. The institution then referred 
the matter to the Pac-10's assistant commissioner for governance and enforcement to 
assist in an investigation into possible NCAA violations. The subsequent investigation 
revealed that the assistant football coach had multiple contacts with the prospect during 
one week and that he was present when the prospect executed his NLI to attend Oregon; 
both scenarios violated NCAA recruiting legislation. 

It should also be noted that the prospect violated the terms of his NLI agreement. In that 
regard, the NLI Program Steering Committee met in February 2003, to discuss both the 
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institution's violation of program rules and the prospective student-athlete's breach of the 
terms of his NLI agreement. The committee determined that the prospect would not be 
subject to a two-year loss of eligibility as proscribed by NLI rules. In addition, the NLI 
committee placed the institution's football coaching staff on probation until the 
conclusion of the 2003-04 signing year. 

The case was resolved through the summary disposition process, a cooperative endeavor 
that may be used in place of a formal hearing when the NCAA enforcement staff, the 
member institution and involved individuals agree to the facts of an infractions case and 
that those facts constitute major violations. Penalties are proposed by the involved 
institution. Following a review of the jointly-submitted summary disposition report 
during a May 4 teleconference, the committee decided to accept the findings contained in 
the report, as well as the university's proposed penalties. 

A member of the Pacific- 10 Conference, the university has an enrollment of 
approximately 19,091 students. The university sponsors eight men's and 10 women's 
intercollegiate sports. This was the university's second major infractions case, the 
university having appeared before the committee in 1981 for a case involving the football 
and men's basketball programs. 



H. FINDINGS OF VIOLATIONS OF NCAA LEGISLATION. 

A. VIOLATION OF RECRUITING CONTACT LEGISLATION. [NCAA 
Bylaw 13.1.5.1.2] 

Over a two day period of time, January 15 and 16, 2003, the assistant coach had 
multiple contacts with the prospect, violating NCAA legislation limiting such 
contact to one per week. 



Committee Rationale 

The institution, the enforcement staff and the assistant coach agreed with this finding and 
that these facts constitute a violation of NCAA legislation. As indicated in the 
introduction of this report, the committee concurred with the facts of this, and the other 
findings contained in this report. 

The investigation revealed that the institution issued the prospect a NLI (and a letter 
awarding athletics aid for the 2003 spring term) which was sent via overnight mail to the 
prospect's home on January 14. On January 15, 2003, the assistant coach traveled to the 
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prospect's hometown, to meet with the prospect and his parents in a final effort to recruit 
the young man. Up to that point, the prospect was seriously considering committing to 
either Oregon or the University of California. The home visit by the assistant coach 
occurred during the early evening of January 15 and lasted approximately 60-90 minutes. 
By 9 to 9:30 p.m. that evening, the assistant coach was making the return one-hour drive 
back to his hotel. 

At approximately 11:30 p.m., the assistant coach telephoned the prospect on his (the 
prospect's) cell phone to inquire if the NLI had been executed. By this time, the prospect 
was staying at near-by hotel as he had a flight the next morning departing in order to 
return to his junior college. The prospect assured the assistant coach that the NLI would 
be signed. Less than an hour later, at 12:20 a.m. on January 16, the assistant coach again 
called the prospect to inquire about the status of the NLI. During this call, the prospect 
evaded the question as to whether or not he had signed the NLI. He did, however, inform 
the assistant coach that he wanted to attend California. The assistant coach attempted to 
convince the prospect to come to Oregon instead, citing Oregon's lack of depth at his 
position as well as the ability to enroll at Oregon during the spring quarter and thus 
participate in spring practices. The assistant coach also emphasized that, because 
California is on a semester system, the earliest the prospect could enroll there would be 
for the 2003 fall term. 

The assistant coach assured the prospect that if he changed his mind at a later time, all he 
had to do was notify the assistant coach and he would destroy the NLI. Mindful that it 
was now past the midnight deadline for a junior college transfer to sign an NLI, the 
assistant coach instructed the prospect that the NLI should reflect that it was executed 
prior to midnight. At the conclusion of the call, it was agreed that the assistant coach 
would drive over to the prospect's hotel to pick up what the assistant coach assumed was 
the prospect's executed NLI. When the assistant coach arrived at the prospect's hotel in at 
approximately 12:45 a.m. on January 16, 2003, the prospect met him in the lobby. In 
meeting the prospect in this fashion, the assistant coach committed an additional violation 
of recruiting contact legislation 



B. VIOLATION OF RECRUITING LEGISLATION - NATIONAL LETTER 
OF INTENT SIGNING. [NCAA Bylaw 13.1.6.2] 

On January 16, 2003, . the assistant coach was present in the lobby of the 
prospect's hotel when the prospect executed a National Letter of Intent to attend 
Oregon. The prospect delivered the executed document to the assistant coach. 
Such contact during the signing of the letter of intent is expressly forbidden by 
NCAA legislation. 
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Committee Rationale 

The institution, the NCAA enforcement staff and the assistant football coach agreed with 
this finding, and that these facts constitute a violation of NCAA legislation. The 
committee concurred. 

The evidence reflected that when the assistant coach arrived at the prospect's hotel at 
approximately 12:45 a.m. on January 16, 2003, the prospect met him in the lobby. To the 
surprise of the assistant coach, the prospect had not signed the NLI. After reminding the 
prospect that the document had to be dated before midnight on January 15, 2003, the 
prospect completed the NLI at a lobby table. The prospect affixed his signature, forged 
his father's signature on the document and falsely indicated that both signatures were 
executed at 9:36 p.m., on January 15, 2003. Upon his completion of the NLI, the 
prospect handed it to the assistant coach, who left and returned to his hotel. Upon 
arriving at his hotel, the assistant coach then gave a copy of the NLI to the hotel to be 
faxed to Oregon. The date and time imprinted on this faxed version of the NLI indicates 
that it was faxed at 3:26 a.m. Eastern time on January 16, 2003, from the hotel at which 
the assistant coach was staying. 

C. UNETHICAL CONDUCT. [NCAA Bylaw 10.1] 

On January 16, 2003, the assistant coach accepted an NLI from the prospect, 
which he knew to be invalid. The document was invalid for two reasons: (a) due 
to the time of its execution (after midnight of the last permissible signing date for 
midyear junior college transfers in the sport of football) and (b) the document 
contained the forged signature of the prospect's father. Despite direct knowledge 
of the circumstances surrounding the NLI's execution, the assistant football coach 
faxed the invalid document to the institution, the first step in an attempt to 
represent the NLI as a valid document. 

Committee Rationale 

The institution, the NCAA enforcement staff and assistant football coach agreed with this 
finding, and that these facts constitute a violation of NCAA legislation. The committee 
concurred that the assistant coach's knowing involvement in the falsification of the 
prospect's NLI clearly rose to level of unethical conduct. Moreover, under the terms of 
the NLI, the "falsification of a signature may result in a prospect forfeiting the first two 
years of eligibility at any NLI participating institution." So, not only did the assistant 
coach compromise himself through such action, his knowledge and intentional breach of 
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rules governing the National Letter of Intent program also put the prospect's remaining 
eligibility at serious risk. 



III. PENALTIES. 

As indicated in the introduction of this report, this was considered a major case, primarily 
due to the finding of unethical conduct against the assistant coach. However, because of 
the assistant coach's complete lack of past involvement in any type of infractions, 
including secondary violations, the committee concluded that this appeared to be an 
uncharacteristic, isolated, (although serious) case of a lapse of judgment. Therefore, the 
committee accepted the penalties the university imposed on the assistant coach, and did 
not add to them. Also as mentioned earlier, the committee accepted the university's other 
proposed penalties and corrective actions, and decided not impose any additional 
sanctions. (Note: the institution's corrective actions are contained in Appendix Two). 
The penalties proposed by the institution and adopted by the Committee on Infractions 
are, as follows: 

A. The university shall be publicly reprimanded and censured. 

B. The university shall be placed on two years of probation from May 4, 2004. (The 
date of the committee's consideration of this case). 

C. The assistant football coach shall be suspended without pay for one week during 
the 2003-04 academic year. He was also placed on one year of probation and had 
a letter of reprimand included in his personnel file. 

D. The institution did not allow the assistant football coach involved in this case to 
engage in any off-campus recruiting activities until January 2004. Further, in 
January 2004, he was allowed off campus for only one of the three permissible 
January contact weeks. 

E. The university restricted the number of coaches allowed off campus during the 
2003-04 recruiting cycle. Typically, seven coaches are allowed to engage in off- 
campus recruiting activities during a contact period. The institution withheld one 
of the seven off-campus recruiting coaches during two of the permissible contact 
weeks during the 2003-04 recruiting cycle. 

F. The university terminated the recruitment of the prospective student-athlete 
involved in this case. 
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G. During this period of probation, the institution shall: 

1 . Continue to develop and implement a comprehensive educational program 
on NCAA legislation, including seminars and testing, to instruct the 
coaches, the faculty athletics representative, all athletics department 
personnel and all university staff members with responsibility for the 
certification of student-athletes for admission, retention, financial aid or 
competition; 

2. Submit a preliminary report to the director of the NCAA Committees on 
Infractions by August 15 setting forth the institution's plans and schedules 
for its compliance and educational program; and 

3. File with the committee's director annual compliance reports indicating the 
progress made with this program by May 1 of each year during the 
probationary period. Particular emphasis should be placed on the 
monitoring of recruitment by the football program and adherence to the 
rules and regulations of the National Letter of Intent program. The reports 
must also include documentation of the university's compliance with the 
penalties (adopted and) imposed by the committee. 

H. . At the conclusion of the probationary period, the institution's president shall 

provide a letter to the committee affirming that the university's current athletics 
policies and practices conform to all requirements of NCAA regulations. 
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As required by NCAA legislation for any institution involved in a major infractions case, 
the University of Oregon, shall be subject to the provisions of NCAA Bylaw 19.5.2.3, 
concerning repeat violators, for a five-year period beginning on the effective date of the 
penalties in this case, May 4, 2004. 

The Committee on Infractions wishes to advise the institution that it should take every 
precaution to ensure that the terms of the penalties are observed. The committee will 
monitor the penalties during their effective periods, and any action contrary to the terms 
of any of the penalties or any additional violations shall be considered grounds for 
extending the institution's probationary period, as well as imposing more severe sanctions 
in this case. 

NCAA COMMITTEE ON INFRACTIONS 

Paul T. Dee 
Alfred J.Lechner, Jr. 
Gene A. Marsh 
Andrea Myers 
James Park Jr. 
Josephine R. Potuto 
Thomas E. Yeager; chair 
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APPENDIX ONE 

CASE CHRONOLOGY. 
2003 

March 25 The institution self-reported the violation to the Pacific- 10 Conference. 

April 14 The Pacific- 10 Compliance and Enforcement Committee met to discuss this violation. 
The committee accepted the corrective actions and penalties proposed by the institution. 

May 17 - The Pacific- 10 Conference passed the violation on to the NCAA's director of 
secondary infractions 

September 24 Enforcement staff sent notice of inquiry and notice of allegations to the 
university. 

2004 



May 4 The NCAA Division I Committee on Infractions considered this case. 
June 23 Infractions Report No. 225 was released. 
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APPENDIX TWO 

CORRECTIVE ACTIONS, 

1 . The assistant football coach received a letter of reprimand placed in his personnel file for 
a term of five years. 

2. The assistant football coach will be on probation for the term of one-year from the date of 
the letter of reprimand. The letter of reprimand also states that any future violation of 
any NCAA, Pacific- 10 Conference, NLIP or institutional rules may result in his 
termination. 

3. The institution will conduct a mandatory NLI/NCAA rules education session with each 
member of its coaching staff so as to prevent any similar violation from occurring in the 
future. 
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.00 
.00 
2.00 
4.00 
.70 



4.o y 

ao y 

0.0 Y 

i.o y 

04 N 

ao n 

1.0 v 

3.0 y 

i.o v 

ao y 

ojd n 

Oft Y 

0JJ Y 

1J0 Y 

2*0 Y 

3.0 Y 

0.0 Y 



FY 
FY 
FY 
FY 



FY 
FY 
FY 



FY 



FY 
F7W 
FY 



S31.1SO.00 
S.00 
S33JOS.0O 
S31.1S0.00 
S.00 
$.00 
S31.180.00 
S3US0JW 
S31.1B0.00 
S.00 
S.00 
$33305 JjO 
SJX 
S.00 
S31,180iK) 
$20,786.00 
S31.1SO.00 



S.00 
S.00 
S.00 
S.00 
S.00 
S.00 
S.00 
S.00 
S.00 
S.00 
S.00 
S.09 
S.00 
S.00 
S.00 
S.00 
S.00 



S31.180.00 
S.00 
$33,305.00 
S3 1.1 80.00 
$.00 
S.00 
S31. 180.00 
$31.18040 
S31.I80.00 
100 
S.00 
S3330S.00 
S.00 
S.00 
S3 1.18040 
S20.7S6.00 
S3 1 ,180.00 



S31.t80.00 
SI 7.770.00 
S33.305.00 X 
S3 1.180.00 
S30.914.00 
SI 7.770.00 
S31. 180.00 
S31. 180.00 
S31.180.00 
S17.S04.00 
S30.914.00 
S33J05.00 X 
S30.914.00 
S3I,l8a0O 
S31.I80.0O X 
S3 1.180.00 
S31.1SO.00 X 



.00 E 

.00 VV 01JU&20U9 
1.00 
1.00 

.00 C 11.-1172008 
.00 A 03.002009 

1.01) 

1.00 

1.00 

.00 Q 08/06,2008 

.00 
1.00 

.00 

.00 
1.00 

.67 G 0X2&2009 
1.00 



1.00 
.00 
1.00 
1.00 
.00 
.Oil 
1.00 
1.00 
1.00 
.00 
.00 
1.00 
.00 
.00 
1.00 
.6? 
1.00 



RepurtDate: 4/26/2012 

Enstltutioa: UNIVERSITY OF OREGON 

CJ^/State: EUGENE, OR 



Squad List 



Academic Year: 2008-09 
Sport: Football 
Maxim urn Grouts Permitted: 33.0 



Kamc/IJD.No. 


E 
L 
I 
G 


Status of Student 


Financial Aid 


E 
X 
E 
M 


Countable Players 


Change in 
Status 


Rev. 
Dist. 






F W S 


Term 1st 


tfyrs 


#of 


Rear. 


Period 


Athletic 


Other 


Total 


f 


Full 


Tni- 


Over- 


Equi- 


Reason 


Date 


Equi- 








enrolled 


ree'd 


seas 




of 


grunt 


cntbl. 


cntbl, 


T 


grant 


tial 


all 


valent 






valent 








Any Your 


aid 


util 




award 


amount 


aid 


aid 




amount 






award 






award 





F-08 F-08 


.00 


0J0 


N 




$.00 


S.00 


S.00 


S3I.1S0.00 




.00 


A 


0»O2/200S 


.00 


F-06 P-Ofi 


.00 


1.0 


N 




$.00 


sm 


S.00 


S 17,770.00 




.00 






.CO 


F-0* F-05 


3.00 


2.0 


Y 


F 


S10.393.tH) 


S.00 


S10.393.00 


$31,180.00 


X 


.33 


w 


01; 13/2009 


.33 


W-09 W09 


.00 


0.0 


Y 


W7S 


SZU02.00 


S.00 


S2Z202.00 X 


S33305.OO 




.00 


AY 


oiiomom 


.67 


F-07 F-07 


1.00 


0.0 


Y 


FY 


S3 1,180.00 


S.00 


S31.1SO.00 


S31.160.00 


X 


1.00 






1.00 


P-0JP05 


.00 


10 


N 


FY 


S3U8O.0O 


S.00 


S31.1SO.00 


S31.180.00 


X 


1.00 






1.00 


F-07 F-07 


1.00 


1.0 


Y 


FW 


£20,786.00 


S.00 


S20.7S6.00 


S31, 180.00 


X 


.67 


Q 


03/31/2009 


.67 


F-04 iWM 


4.00 


5.0 


Y 


F 


SI 0394.00 


ssso 


S103M.00 


S31.lfc0.CD 


X 


33 


G 


01/09/2009 


.33 


F-07 VM» 


1.50 


1.0 


Y 


W7S 


S20.786.0O 


sm 


S20.786.00 


S31.1S0.00 X 


X 


.67 


A 


01/07/2009 


.67 


F-08 F-08 


.00 


0.0 


Y 


FY 


S33305.00 


$.00 


$33305.00 


S33305.OO X 


X 


t.00 






1.00 


F-06 B06 


2.00 


1.0 


Y 


FY 


$31,180.00 


S.00 


S3 1,1 80.01) 


S3US0.00 


X 


1.00 






1.00 


F-06 F-06 


2.00 


2-° 


Y 


FY 


S3 1,1 60.00 


SjOO 


S31.180.0a 


S3 1,180,00 


X 


1.00 






1. 00 


F4>7 F-07 


,00 


0.0 


U 




S.00 


S.00 


$.00 


SI7.770.00 




.00 


C 




.00 


F-08 F-08 


.00 


OJ) 


N 




$.00 


S.00 


S.00 


S31.1S0.00 




.00 


A 




.00 


S-07 S-07 


130 


1.0 


Y 


FY 


$31,180.00 


SJO0 


S31.I80.00 


S31.1SO.00 


X 


1.00 






1.00 


F-06 S-08 


.00 


2.0 


N 




$.00 


S.00 


S.00 


$9311.00 




.00 






.00 


F-05 F-05 


3.00 


2.0 


Y 


FY 


S31.1SO.00 


$.00 


531,180.00 


S3 1,1 80.00 


X 


1.00 






1.00 



Squad List 



l^^Pp^K'- 40672012 

Institution: UNIVERSITY OF OREGON 

i§if$iiatet EUGENE, OR 



Academic Yean 2008-09 
Sport: Football 
Maximum Grants Permitted: 85.0 



Name/LlKNo. 


E 
L 
I 


Status of Student 




Financial Aid 




E 
X 


Countable Players 


Change in 
Status 


Rev. 
Dist. 






G 


















£ 
M 




















F W S 


Term 1st 
enrolled 
Any Your 


111 


#of 
seas 
ulil 


Rear. 


Period 
of 

award 


Athletic 

grant 

amount 


Other 
cntbl. 
aid 


Total 
cntbl. 
aid 


JP 
T 


Full 

grant 

amount 


Ini- 
tial 


Over- 
all 


Equi- 
valent 
award 


Reason 


Date 


Equi- 
valent 
award 





F-06 F-06 


.00 


0.0 


N 




$.00 


S.00 


SXO 


$31,180.00 






.00 






.00 


ft-05 F-OS 


XO 


1.0 


N 




$.00 


$.00 


$.00 


S31.lfi0.00 






.00 






.00 


F-05 F-07 


.00 


1.0 


N 




$.00 


S.00 


$.00 


517,770.00 






.00 


A 


01/D7/2O09 


.00 


F-05 F-07 


CO 


2.0 


N 




$.00 


S.00 


loo 


S3 1,1 80.00 






.00 


A 


09/02/20DS 


.00 


F-08 F-08 


XO 


0.0 


Y 


FY 


S3330S.00 


S.00 


S33J05.00 


S33J05.00 


X 


X 


1.00 






1.00 


F-04 F-04 


1,70 


3X 


N 


WW 


>ll,fl46.00 


$.00 


Ml 1 A4£ Aft 


1 — Art 




X 


.67 


G 


OJuOrZOUy 


.67 


F-03 S-08 


3.00 


2.0 


Y 


FY 


SJM80X0 


SXO 


S31.1S0.OO 


$31,180.00 


X 


X 


1.00 






1.00 


F-05 F-05 


X0 


1.0 


N 




1.00 


sxo 


S.00 


S17.770.00 






.00 






.00 


F-06 F-06 


.00 


IX 


•tf 




sxo 


S.00 


J.00 


$31,180.00 






.00 






.00 


F-06 F*5 


XO 


00) 


Y 




$.00 


$.00 


SXO 


sh.ttxxo 






.00 





10/16/2008 


.00 


F>05S<0S 


2 JO 


00 


Y 




S.00 


$X0 


S.00 


517,770.00 






.00 


A 


01/1&2009 


.00 




jo5 


0,0 


N 




*o» 


$.03 


S.00 


S30.914.00 






.00 


A 


09/30/2008 


.00 


F4*7 F-07 


1X0 


I;0 


Y 


FY 


S51.1S0.00 


S.00 


S31.180.00 


S31.I«0X0 




X 


1.00 






1.00 


W-4>5 W-OS 


3M 


3 J) 


Y 


FY 


$31,160.00 


S.00 


S31.1SO.00 


S31.I80.00 




X 


l.OU 






1.00 


F-07 F-07 


1X0 


1.0 


Y 


FY 


$31,180.00 


S.00 


S3 1. 180.00 


$31,180.00 




X 


1X0 






1.00 


F-07 F-07 


.00 


OJ) 


K 




S.00 


S.00 


SXO 


S31. 180.00 






.00 






.00 


F-08 F-OB 


.00 


0.0 


N 




$.00 


S.00 


$.00 


SI 7.770-00 






.00 


A 




.00 



ReportBate: 406/2012 
Institution: UNIVERSITY OF OREGON 
EUGENE, OR 



Squad List 



Academic Year: 200S-09 
Spurt: Football 
Maximum Grants Permitted: 85.0 



Name/LD.No. 



F W S 



Status of Student 



Term 1st 
enrolled 
Any Your 



#yrs 
rec'd 
aid 



seas 
util 



Recn 



financial Aid 



Period 
of 

award 



Athletic 

grant 

amount 



Other 
cntbl. 
aid 



Total 
cntbL 
aid 



Countable Players 



Fun 

grant 

amount 



Ini- 
tial 



Over- 
all 



Equi- 
valent 
award 



Change in 
Status 



Reason 



Dale 



Rev. 
Disr. 



Equi- 
valent 
award 



F-08 F-OS 


.00 


00 


y 


FY 


SI9.895.00 


SXO 


SI 9.895.00 


SI9.89SX0 


X 


X 


1.00 






1.00 


F-07 F-07 


1.00 


0.0 


Y 


FY 


J31.18O.00 


SXO 


$31,180X0 


S3I.1S0X0 




X 


1.00 






1.00 


S-08 S-08 


JO 


0.0 


Y 


FY 


S3U8OX0 


S.00 


S31.1S0.00 


S31.1S0X0 


X 


X 


1X0 






1.00 


K-04 F-04 


4.00 


3.0 


Y 


FAV 


S20.786X0 


S.00 


$20.?8<>X0 


S31.180.00 




X 


.67 


G 


03/31/2009 


.67 


F-OS F-06 


.00 


0.0 


N 




100 


S.00 


SXO 


SI 7.770.00 






.00 


A 


03/30/2009 


.00 


F-08 F-08 


.00 


OX 


Y 




SXO 


S.00 


S.00 


S 17404.00 






.00 






.00 


F-06 l'-07 


1.00 


0.0 


y 


FY 


S3l.180.00 


S.00 


S3 1.1 80.00 


S31.1SQX0 




X 


1X0 






1.C0 


F-OS F-06 


2X0 


IX 


y 


FY 


S31.1S0.00 


S.00 


S3 1,180.00 


S31.1 80.00 




X 


l.ou 






1.00 


F-04 F-04 


4.00 


3X 


Y 


F 


S 10394.00 


S.00 


S10.394.C0 


S31.ISO.00 




X 


.33 


G 


01/09/2009 


.33 


F-06 F-OS 


2J00 


2X 


Y 


FY 


S31 .180X0 


S.00 


S3 1.180X0 


S31.1S0.00 


X 


X 


1.00 






1.00 


F-OS F-05 


3.00 


2.0 


Y 


FY 


$31,180.00 


S.00 


S3 1.180.00 


S31.1SO.00 




X 


1.00 






1.00 


F-07 F-07 


1X0 


IX 


Y 


FY 


531480X0 


SXO 


$31,180.00 


S31.180.00 




X 


1.0U 






1. 00 


F-08 F-08 


.00 


OX 


Y 


FY 


S33.305XO 


S.00 


S33J05XO 


S33.30S.00 


X 


X 


1X0 






1. 00 


P-05 F-05 


3.00 


3X 


Y 


F 




S.00 


SIOJ94X0 


531,180X0 




X 


.33 


\V 


01/0*2009 


.33 


F-06 P-06 


2.00 


IX 


Y 


FY 


S3 1.1 80.00 


SXO 


S3 1.180X0 


S3 1.1 80.00 




X 


1.00 






1.00 


F-08 F-08 


.00 


0.0 


Y 


FY 


S33.305.00 


S.00 


S33.305XO 


S33.3ft5.00 


X 


X 


1.00 






1.00 


F-08 F-OB 


.00 


OX 


y 


FY 


$33,305X0 


SXO 


$33405.00 


S33.3O5.C0 


X 


X 


1.00 






1.00 



Jtepcr^Date; 4&672012 

UNIVERSITY OF OREGON 
EtJGENE, OR 



Squad List 



Academic Yean 2008-09 
Sport: Football 
Maximum Grants Penuittct): 85.0 



Name/ElXNo. 


E 
L 
I 

G 


Status of Student 


Financial Aid 


£ 
X 
E 
M 


Countable Players 


Change in 
Status 


Rev. 
Dist 






F W S 


Term 1st 


#y» 


#of 


Recr. 


Period 


Athletic 


Other 


Total 


¥ 


Full 


Ini- 


Over- 


Equi- 


Reason 


Date 


Equi- 








enrolled 


ree'd 


seas 






grant 


cntbi 


cntbL 


T 


grant 


tial 


all 


valent 






valent 








Any Your 


aid 


Utfl 




award 


amount 


aid 


aid 




amount 






award 






award 





f? e\x. *p Ax 

r-Oo r-Oo 


2j00 


1.0 


y 


FY 




S.00 


Si l.lolUH) 






X 


1.00 






1.00 


IMI5 r-Uu 


Aft 


0.0 


N 






$.00 




01 1 1 OA Aft 






.00 






.00 


17 IM IT-ftA 

r-w rHH 


4.00 


J.0 


Y 


FAV 


ton Tfr& fin 


C AA 




ct i I fin lift 




Y 
A 


.u.' 


u 




.67 


F-05 F-08 


3jj0 


2_o 


y 


p 


sin wno 


S.00 


SI 0.393 .00 








33 


Q 


12/18/200S 


.33 


F-04 F-04 


1.00 


3.0 


K 


F 


$9,449.00 


S.00 


S9.44940 


$28,348.00 




X 


J3 


c 


01/09/2009 


.33 


F-07 F-07 


1X0 


OO 


Y 


FY 


$31.18040 


$O0 


S3I.1S040 


S31.lfiU.00 




X 


1.00 






1.00 


F-07M7 


I DO 


1.0 


Y 


FY 


S3i,reo4c 


$.00 


S3U8Q40 


S31. 180.00 




X 


1.00 






140 


F-04 F-04 


4.00 


3.0 


Y 


F 


SJ03H00 


S.00 


$10.39440 


$31,180.00 




X 


.33 


G 


01/09/2009 


.33 


P-04 F*04 


440 


3 4 


Y 


F 


$1039440 


S.00 


SI0394.00 


517,77040 




X 


.58 


G 


01/09/2009 


.58 


F-07 S-09 


ioa 


10 


Y 


8 


S10393X0 


S.00 


$1<U9340 


X S31.1S0.0O 






40 


AY 


03/30/2009 


33 




40 


04 


Y 




$40 


$.00 


$40 


$31,180.00 






.00 






40 


F-O7F-07 


•140 


14 


Y 


FY 


S3U6O00 


$40 


$31.18040 


$31,180.00 




X 


140 






140 


P-05 fcOS 


240 


to 


V 


FY 


J31.18O.00 


S40 


$3148040 


S3 1,160.00 


X 


X 


140 






1.00 


F-07 F-07 


1.00 


14 


Y 


FY 


$31.18040 


$.00 


S3 J. 18040 


S31.180.00 




X 


140 






1.00 


S-07 W-09 


1,50 


10 


Y 


WS 


S20.786.00 


S.00 


S20,7S6.00 


S3 1.180.00 


X 


X 


.67 


A 


01/07/2009 


.67 


F-08 F-OS 


.00 


04 


N 




$0)0 


$.00 


100 


S17.770.00 






40 


A 


O9/3O/2O0S 


.00 


F-07 F-08 


.00 


0.0 


N 




$.00 


$.00 


$40 


S 17,770.00 






.00 


A 


03/30/2009 


40 



Report Rite: 4/26/2012 

Institution: UNIVERSITY OF OR KGOK 

City/State: EUGENE, OR 



Sq uad List 



Academic Van 2008-09 
Spurt: Football 
Maximum Grants Penolited: K5.t) 



Nainc/UXNo. 



t 
I. 
I 

G 



\v s 



Status Df Statical 



Any Vuur 



rfyrs /?«)" 



rec'u 
aiil 



mil 



Rcer. 



Fiuancia] Aid 



IViind 
ul 

award 



»r.int 

aulUU Hi 



OcilLT 

cntbl. 
aid 



rota] 

cntbl. 



E 
X 
t: 
M 
B 
J 



Constable Enytn 



Full 

^rant 

aiiiiuitit 



ttii- 

tfal 



Over- 
all 



Equi- 
valent 

.) >^ ai i! 



I Stance in 
Status 



Ktasou 



[)al. 



Re\. 
Dist. 



Fijui- 

valeni 

award 



F-07 F-07 1 00 1.0 

F-0S F-OS .00 0.0 



F-07 F-07 1.00 0.0 

F-06F-06 2.00 1.0 Y 

F-06 F-06 2.00 1.0 V 

F-0S F-08 .00 0.0 V 

F-07 F-07 1.00 1.0 Y 

F-CU F-06 .00 0.0 N 

F-07 F-07 1.00 0.0 Y 

F-OK F-0S .00 0.0 Y 

F-07 F-07 1.00 0.0 Y 

F-05 F-05 J.00 3.0 Y 

F-OS FOB .00 0.0 Y 

F-C6 F-06 2.00 IjD Y 

F-07 F-07 1.00 |.0 Y 

F-05 F-07 1 Ui) Ml Y 

F-07 K-07 .00 0.0 N 



FY 

FY 
FY 

FY 
FY 

FY 
P 

FY 
FY 
FY 

F/S 



m.mm tm 

$.00 s.oo 

SJ1.1S0.00 S.OO 

SOO J.00 

s.oo m 

S17.770.O0 S.OO 

S.OO s.oo 

S31.1S0.00 s.oo 

S.OO S.00 

S31.1S0.00 S.OO 

S10.3SM.00 S.OO 

S33.305.C0 S.OO 

S31.1SO.00 5,00 

S3 1.150.00 S.00 

S30.786.00 S.00 

S.00 S.00 



S31.1S0.00 
S.00 

S3I.1SO.00 

S31.1SO.00 
S GO 
S.00 

S 17.770.00 

SJ1.IWJ.00 
S.OO 
SJ1.1S0.O0 
S10^'..0O 



S31.li0.00 
S31.1SO.00 
:._0.7.o.tM 

soo 



S31.IW.00 
S30.9M.00 
S31.1SO.00 
S3 1. ISO. 00 
SJI.IM m 



S17.7/0.OO 
S3U.SC.00 
S31.1KO.00 
S3O^14.O0 

S31.IS0.03 
SS^MS 00 X 

S3 u sow 
SJl.i.-n iw 

S31.1S0.OO 

s:7 t ;vo.oo 



X 
X 

:< 
x 

X 

:•: 



!.00 

AM 
1.00 
1 00 
»" 

.00 
1.00 

.00 
1.00 

00 

;.oo 

33 

1.00 
! DO 
1.00 
.07 
00 



UK^S-COOS 



u3/3&cooy 



US- IV l«rJ 



10/17/2008 



1 .00 
.ou 

1 IHI 

I.UU 

...u 

.00 
1.WI 

00 
1.00 

m 
l.oo 
J3 

1.00 
100 

l.oo 

.67 
.00 



Squad List 



Report Datei ft/26/2012 
Instilutiito: UNIVERSITY OF OREGON 
EUGENE, OR 



Academic Year: 2008-09 
Sport: Football 
Maximum Grants Permitted: 85.0 



Nnme/IlXNo. 


E 
L 
1 

G 


Status of Student 


Financial Aid 


E 
X 
E 
M 


Countable Players 


Change in 
Status 


Rev. 
Dist. 






F W S 


Term 1st 


#yrs 


#of 


Recr. 


Period 


Athletic 


Other 


Total 


P 


Full 


Ini- 


Over- 


Equi- 


Reason 


Date 


Equi- 








enrolled 


reu'd 


teas 




Of 


grout 


cntbl 


cntbl. 


T 


grant 


tial 


all 


valent 






valent 








Any Your 


aid 


utE 




award 


amount 


aid 


aid 




amount 






award 






award 





F-OS .F-07 


.00 


I.U 


N 




S.UU 


* aa 


>.uv 


CI 1 1 OA AA 






AA 


A 


uiwUwZuuy 


.00 






1*A 
Uv 




rx 




e An 




C17 77ft flA 
fv.Uit 






.0 f 






.0/ 


C_fV? 17 try 

r-Uf r-u/ 


Ml 


1 ft 






SAM 


AA 


V flA 


J.IQU.VU 






AA 


A 


Aft7n£OAAO 


40 


wjvi ■ VLm 
r*v I r-u/ 


nn 


An 


VI 




* 1H 


e An 
«.uu 


$.00 


C17 TJft Aft 








A 






F-07- P-07 


.00 




N 




SiOO 


S.00 


$4D 


517 770 Oft 






.00 




03/30/2009 


.00 


F^04 F-04 


4.00 


>4 


Y 


FAV 


$20,786.00 


$.00 


S20.78640 


S31.180.00 




X 


.67 


O 


03726/2009 


.67 


F-08 F-OS 


.00 


0.0 


Y 


FAV 


S23.242.00 


$.00 


$23.24240 


$3330540 


X 


X 


.70 


W 


03/31/2009 


.70 


F-OS F-OS 


.00 


00 


Y 




$.00 


SjOO 


$40 


$1740440 






.00 






.00 


F-OS F-08 


.00 


04 


Y 


FY 


533,305.00 


$40 


$33405.00 


S33.305.O0 


X 


X 


1. 00 






1.00 


F-04 F-06 


100 


24 


Y 


FAV 


S20.7Sfi.D0 


$40 


$20,78640 


S3 1,180.00 




X 


.67 


O 


03/31/2009 


.67 


F-OS WW 


40 


14 


N 




S.00 


$.00 


s.oo 


S17.770.00 






.00 






.00 


F-05 F-06 


.00 


IjO 


N 




S.00 


S.00 




S31.16O.G0 






.00 


c 


08/19/2008 


.00 


F-06 F-OS 


2.00 


2.0 


Y 


FY 


nusaoo 


$40 


S3 I.I 80.08 


S31.1SO.O0 


X 


X 


1.00 






1.00 


F-04 F-04 


.70 


3 J) 


N 


FY 


$17.77040 


S.00 


S 17.770.00 


S17.770.00 




X 


1.00 






1.00 


W-08 W-08 


.70 


0.0 


Y 


FY 


$31.18040 


S.00 


S3I.IS0.O0 


S3 1.180.00 


X 


X 


1.00 






1.00 


F-07 F-07 


.00 


0.0 






$.00 


$.00 


S.00 


S17.770.00 






.00 






.00 


F-08 W-09 


.00 


0.0 


N 




$.00 


S.00 


S.00 


S17.770.00 






.00 


A 


03/30/2009 


.00 



Report Date: 4/26/2012 

Institution; UNIVERSITY OF OREGON 

City/State: EUGENE, OR 



Squad List 



Academic Year: 2008-09 
Sport: Football 
Maximum Grants Permitted: 85.0 



Nnmc/LD. No. 


E 
L 
I 

G 


Status of Student 


Financial Aid 


£ 
X 
£ 
M 


Countable Players 


Change in 
Status 


Rev. 
Dist. 






F W S 


Term 1st 


fryrs 


#of 


Recr. 


Period 


Athletic 


Other 


Total 


i> 


Full 


Ini- 


Over- 


Equi- 


Reason 


Date 


Equi- 








enrolled 


ree'd 


seas 




of 


grant 


cntbL 


cntfal. 


T 


grant 


tial 


all 


valent 






valent 








Any Your 


aid 


utfl 




award 


amount 


aid 


aid 




amount 






award 






award 





F-04 F-04 
F-07 F-G7 
F-OS F-08 
F-06 F-06 
F-08 F-08 
F-08 f-08 
S-07 S-07 
F-04 F-04 
S-OS S-06 
F-OS F-08 
F-OS F-08 
F-08 F-08 
F-OS F-08 
F-05 F-07 
F-05 S-CS 
F-04 F-04 
W-08 W-OS 



4.00 
.00 
.00 
ZOO 
.00 
.00 
130 
•4.00 
2J0 
.00 
.00 
.00 
.00 
.00 
2.00 
4.00 
-7D 



4.0 Y 

0J) Y 

0.0 Y 

IJO Y 

00 N 

0.0 K 

L0 Y 

3.0 Y 

1.0 Y 

0.0 Y 

QJ0 N 

0.0 Y 

0.0 Y 

UD Y 

2-0 Y 

3.0 Y 

0.0 Y 



FY 
FY 
FY 
FY 



FY 
FY 
FY 



FY 



FY 
FAV 
FY 



S3I.1S0.0C 
$.00 
03305.00 
S31.180.00 
S.OO 
S.00 
S31.180.00 
S31.I80.00 
S31.1S0.00 

s.oo 

$.00 
$33,305.00 
S.OO 
$.00 
$31,130.00 
S20JB6.Q0 
S31.I80.00 



S.00 
$.00 
$.00 
SJ)0 
S.00 
S.00 
S.00 
S-00 
S.00 
$.00 
S.00 
S40 
$.00 
S.00 
$.00 

s.oo 

S.00 



531,180.00 
S.03 
S33.305.00 
$31,160X0 

$.00 
SJOO 
$31,180.00 
S31.1SO.00 
S3 1. ISO 00 
$.00 
$.03 
S333U5.00 
S.OO 
S.OO 
S3 1.1 80.00 
S20.7K6.00 
SJ1.I8O.0O 



S31.1EO.00 
SI 7,770.01* 
S33J05.0O X 
$31,180.00 
S30.9U.00 
S 17.770.00 
S3 1. ISO 00 
S3I.1SU.00 
S31.ISO.00 
S17.5CU.00 
S3 0,5i U. 00 
S3.UU5.00 X 
$30,914.00 
S3I.1SU.00 
$31,180.00 X 
S31.180.00 
$31,180.00 X 



.00 E 
.00 W 
1.00 

1.00 

oo c: 

.00 A 
1.00 
1.00 
1.00 

.00 Q 

.00 
1.00 

.00 

.00 
1.00 

.67 G 
1.00 



01.D6/2009 



ll/lii?'J08 
O3/3O/20UV 



0MJ6.'20U£ 



03/26/2009 



1.00 

.CO 
1.00 
1.00 

.00 
.03 
1.00 

:.co 

1.00 
.GO 
.CO 

:.ou 

.00 
.00 

l.CO 
.57 

1.00 



Report Dale: 4.'26.2012 

Institution: UNIVERSITY Oi- OREi ION 

City/State: EUGENE, OR 



Awtdemfr Year: 

Sport: Poi ii 

Maximum Chants IVr milled: S>.() 



Name/J.I). No. 



E 
L 
I 

G 


Start 


is ufSl 


uden 






P?naadalAld 




E 
N 
E 


Count a I) lu l'laycr* 


S I a ins 
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I3isi. 


















M 
















\v S 
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Any Your 


ti yrs 
roe'd 
aid 


# of 

SOUS 

util 


Reer. 


iVriml 
»f 
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AtliK-lic 

grant 

amuuiil 


Otter 
em Id. 

aid 
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cot Id. 

aid 


V 

T 


Full 
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amumU 


Ini- 
tial 


Over- 
all 


Equi- 
valent 
award 
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Kqoi- 
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F-OJI F-OS 


.0" 


0.0 






sou 


t ■ ■ 


SOO 


Bl.M&dO 






to 


A 




00 


F-06 F-06 


.00 


1.0 






S.uu 


S.00 


S.00 


SI7.77lJ.UIP 






..'■J 
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F-OS F-05 


3.00 
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V 


i 


^ it.. » ; < tin 


S.OO 


SlU v»* uu 
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X 


J J 


W 
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s\ 
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.00 
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v 
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S.00 


S22.202.0O X 


S33.305.0O 






.110 


AY 




.67 


F-07 v-tn 


1.00 


0.0 


Y 


Fl 
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S.OO 


531,180X0 


S31.1SO.00 




X 


1.00 






1.00 


F-05 1-05 


•00 


2.0 


N 


FY 


S31.IS0.00 


S.00 


S31.ISO.00 


S31.1SO.00 




X 


Id 






J.00 


F07 F-07 
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1.0 


'i 
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S.00 


S20.7S6.00 


S3I.1SO.00 




X 
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Q 


03.31/2009 
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F-04 F-04 


4.00 
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Y 


P 
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S.00 


S10.3M.OO 


S31.1SU.0O 




X 


.33 


o 
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.33 


F-07 W-0") 


1.S0 


10 


Y 


W/S 


S20.766.00 


SDO 


S20.7S6.0O 


S3i.it;t-.oa 


X 


x 


.07 


A 


01.07/2009 


.67 


f-os emu 


.00 


0.0 


Y 




S33J05.0U 


S.00 


S.O.3US.U0 


S33.30S.OO 


X 


X 


IJM 






i (til 


F-06 F-06 


2.00 


1.0 


Y 


FY 


53 U 80.00 


S.00 


S3I.JSO.00 


S3 1.! WOO 




X 


l.ou 






: oo 


F-06 F-06 


2J30 


10 


V 


FY 


S31.U0.OO 


S.00 


S3J.1SO.00 


S31.1SO.00 




X 


1.00 






1.00 


F-07 F-07 


.00 


0.0 






$.00 


S.00 


S.00 


SI 7.770 OU 








6 


10/02/2008 


.00 


F-08 I-OB 


.00 


'J.U 


N 




$.00 


S.00 


S.00 


S3U&0.00 






.00 


A 


0><022ouS 


.00 


S-07 S-07 


1.30 


1.0 


Y 


FY 


S3i.mo.oo 


S.00 


S3i.iao.oo 


S31.1KO.00 




X 


1.00 






1.00 


F-06 S-OS 


.00 


2.0 


N 






S.00 


S.00 


v»..:i;o:j 






.00 






.0(1 


F-0< F-05 


3.00 


2,0 


Y 


FY 


S3l.liio.oo 


S.00 


S31.180.00 


S31.1KO.00 




V 


1.U0 






1.00 



Squad List 



ReportDate: 4/26/2012 

Institution: UNIVERSITY OF OREGON 

City/State: EUGENE, OR 



Academic Year: 2008-09 
Sport: Football 
Maximum Grants Permitted: 8S.0 



NomeOlD.No. 


E 
L 
1 
G 


Status of Student 


Financial Aid 


E 
X 
E 
.VI 


Countable Players 


Change in 
Status 


Rev. 
fiist. 






1? W S 


Term 1st 


#yrs 


#of 


Rccr. 


Period 


Athletic 


Other 


Total 


P 


Full 


Ini- 


Over- 


Equi- 
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Equi- 
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ree'd 


seas 




of 


grant 


cntbl. 


cntbl. 


T 
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tial 


all 


valent 






valent 








AnyYonr 
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util 




award 


amount 


aid 


aid 




amount 






award 






award 





F-Ofi Mfi 


.00 


0.0 


N 




$.08 


$.00 


$.00 


S31.180.0O 






.00 






.00 


F-Q3 F-05 
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IjO 


N 




$.00 


$.00 


100 


S31.180.00 






.00 






.00 


F-C6 F-07 


.00 


1.0 


N 




$.00 


SJ30 


SJJO 


SI 7.770.00 






.1)0 


A 


01/07/2009 


.00 


F-05 F-07 


DO 
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N 




S.00 


$.00 


S.00 


531.180X0 






.00 


A 


09/02/2008 


.00 


F-08 F-08 


JOO 


0J3 


Y 


FY 


$33,305.00 


SJQU 


$33,305.00 


$33,305.00 


X 


X 


1 00 






1.00 


F-04 F-04 


L70 


3.0 


N 


F/W 


$11JB46.00 


S.00 


SI 1,846X0 


S 17.770.00 




X 


sn 





03/260009 


.67 


S-08 


3.00 


ZD 


y 


FY 


nueaoo 


$-00 


$3i.isoxo 


S3i.18O.0O 


X 


X 


1.00 






J.00 


F-05 F-05 


DO 


1.0 


N 




Si» 


S-00 


S.CJ 


SI 7.770.00 






.00 






.00 


F*06 F-06 


JOO 


1.0 


N 




$.00 


S.00 


$.00 


S31. 180.00 






.00 






.00 


F-06 F-06 


JOO 
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y 




$J00 


$.00 


S.00 


S17.770.00 






.00 


Q 


lO/lfe'2008 


.00 


F-05 S-08 


2.50 


00 


Y 




$.00 


$.00 


SXO 


S17.770.00 






.00 


A 


01/KW2O09 


.00 


F-0Sf-08 
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0.0 


N 




$.00 


$.03 


SXO 


$30,914X0 






.uu 


A 


09/30.2008 


.00 


F-07 F-07 


1-00 


lit 


Y 


FY 


$31,160.00 


S.00 


S3 1,180.00 


S31.t8O.0O 




X 


1.00 






1.00 


W-05 W05 


3.60 


3.0 


Y 


FY 


$31,180.00 


$.00 


S31.I8Oj00 


$31,180.00 




X 


1.00 






1.00 


F-07 F-07 


1X0 


IS) 


Y 


FY 


$31,180.00 


S.00 


531.180^)0 


$31,180.00 




X 


1.00 






LOO 


F-07 F-07 


JOO 


0J) 


K 




S.00 


S.00 


saw 


$31,180.00 






.00 






.00 


F-OS F-08 


DO 


00 


N 




$.00 


$.00 


$.00 


S17.770.C0 






.00 


A 


04^06/2009 


.00 



Report bate: A/2612012 
IitttitBJicaii UNTVERSm' OF OREGON 
EUGENE, OR 



Squad List 



Academic Year: 2008-09 
Sport: Football 
Maximum Grants Permitted: 85.0 



Noinc/mNo. 


E 
L 
I 

G 


Status of Student 


Finan cial Aid 


E 
X 
£ 
M 


Countable Players 


Change in 
Status 


Rev. 
Dist. 






F W S 


Term 1st 


#yrs 




Recc 


Period 


Athletic 


Other 


Total 


J» 


Full 


Ini- 


Over- 


Equi- 


Reason 


Date 


Equi- 








enrolled 


ree'd 


seas 




of 


grant 


cntbL 


cntbl. 


T 


grant 


tial 


all 


valent 






valent 








Any Your 


Old 


utU 




award 


amount 


aid 


aid 




amount 






award 






award 





F-08 F-08 
F-07 F-07 
S-€8 S-OB 
F-04 F-04 
F-06 F-06 
F-08 F-08 
F-06 v-m 
F-06 F-06 
F-04 F-04 
F-06 F-08 
F-05 F-05 
F-07 F-07 
F-OB F-08 
F-05 F-05 
F-06 F-06 
F-08 F-08 
F-08 F-08 



.00 
1.00 

30 
4,00 

.00 

J00 
1.00 

uao 

4.00 
2.00 
3.00 
IM 
.00 
3.00 
2.00 
.00 
.00 



0.0 Y 

oja y 

ojo y 

3.0 Y 

0.0 N 

0.0 Y 

0.0 Y 

t.O Y 

3.0 Y 

2.0 Y 

2.0 Y 

1.9 Y 

0.0 Y 

3.0 Y 

1.0 Y 

0.0 Y 

0.0 Y 



FY 
FY 
FY 
FAV 



FY 
FY 
F 

FY 
FY 
FY 
FY 
F 

FY 
FY 
FY 



SI 9395-00 
S31.1SO.00 
$31,180.00 
$20,786.00 
S.00 
$.00 
S31.180.00 
$31,1*0.00 
SI 0394.00 
S3I.1S0.0O 
S3MS0.00 
S31.1 80.00 
S33305.00 
$10394.00 
S31.180.O0 
S33.3O5J0O 
S33305.00 



S.00 
$.00 
S.00 
S.00 
S.00 
S.00 
S.00 
S.00 
S.00 
S.U0 
S.00 
$.00 
S.00 
S.00 
$.00 
$.00 
S.0O 



S19.S95.00 
S31.180.00 
S3t.lS0.00 
S2O.786.00 
S.00 
S.00 
S3 1.1 80.00 
S3 1. 1 80.00 
S 10394.00 
S3 1.180.00 
S31.180.0O 
S31.160.00 
S33305.00 
SI0394.00 
S3I.180.00 
S33305.00 
S33305.00 



SI 9.895.00 X 
S31.180.00 
S31.180.00 X 
S3I.1KU.U0 
SI 7.770.00 
S 17504.00 
S31. 180.00 
S31.180.0U 
S3 1.180.00 
S3I.1S0.00 X 
S31.1S0.00 
S3 1,1 80.00 
S33305.0D X 
S3 1,1 80.00 
S31.180.OO 
S33305.00 X 
S33.3US.OO X 



1.00 
1.00 
l.OG 

.67 G 0131/2009 
.00 A 03/30/2009 
.CO 

1.00 

1.00 

J3 G 01/D9/2009 
1.00 
1.00 
1.00 
1.00 

.33 W 01/09/2009 
t.00 
1.00 
1.00 



I. CO 
1.00 

:.oo 

.('.7 
CO 
.00 
1X0 
1 00 
.33 
1.00 
1.00 
1.00 
I. CO 
.33 
1.C0 
1.00 
1.00 



Squad List 



4/26/2012 

i^^iS ' DNIVERSITY OF OREGON 
EUGENE, OR 



Academic Yean 2003-09 
Sport: Football 
Maximum Grants Permitted: 8S.0 



Nnmp/UVNo. 


E 
L 
I 
G 


Status of Student 


Financial Aid 


E 
X 
E 
M 


Countable Players 


Change in 
Status 


Rev. 
DisL 






F W S 


Tcim 1st 


#yrs 


#of 


Rcct 


Period 


Athletic 


Other 


Total 


P 


Full 


Ini- 


Over- 


Equi- 


Reason 


Dote 


Equi- 








enrolled 


ree'd 


seas 




of 


grant 


cnthL 


cutbL 


T 


grant 


tial 


all 


valent 






valent 








Any Your 


aid 


util 




award 


amount 


aid 


aid 




amount 






award 






award 





F-06 F-06 
F-OS F-06 
F-04 F4K 
F-05 F-08 
F-04 F-04 
F-07 Fm7 
F-07 F-07 
F-04 F-04 
P-W F-04 
F-07 S-09 
F-07 F-07 
F-07 UP 
P-06 F-GS 
M7M7 
S-07 W-09 
W» IM>5 
F-07 F-OS 



ZOO 
.00 
4.00 
3X0 
1.00 
1X0 
1X0 
4X0 
4X0 
ZOO 
JQO 
1.00 
100 
1.00 
1.50 
XO 
JUO 



tja y 

0.0 N 

3.0 Y 

ZO Y 

30) N 

Oj0 Y 

ix y 

3.0 Y 

3X Y 

ZD Y 

00 Y 

14 Y 

IjO Y 

IX Y 

ZD Y 

OO X 

0.0 K 



FY 

F/W 
F 
F 

FY 
FY 

F 

F 

S 

FY 
FY 
FY 



Di.ieo.oo 

$.00 
S20.786.00 
SIO.393.00 
59.449.00 
$31.1800)0 
S31.180JM) 
$10394X0 
SHU94X0 
$10,393X0 

sxo 

131,180X0 
S3U80.00 
S3U8OX0 
J20J86X0 
$40 
SX0 



$.00 
S.00 
S.00 
S.00 
S.00 
S.00 
5X0 
S.00 
S.00 
$.00 
SXO 
S.00 
S.00 
S.00 
S.00 
100 
S.00 



S3 1,180X0 

S.00 
520,786X0 
SIDJ 93.00 
59,449.00 
S3U80X0 
S31.180X0 
S10.394JJ0 
S10.394.00 
$10,393.00 X 

SXO 
S31.IS0X0 

S3 i.i saco 

S31.180.00 
S20.786X0 

SjOO 

S-00 



S31, 180.00 
531,180X0 
S31.180.00 
S31.1S0.00 X 
528^48X0 
S31.1SO.00 
S3 1.1 80.00 
S31, 180.00 
S17.770.00 
$31,180.00 
S3 1.1800)0 
531,180.00 
S31.180.00 X 
S31. 180.00 
S31.180.00 X 
S17.770.00 
S17.770.00 



1X0 
X0 
.67 
J3 
.33 
1.00 
1.00 
.33 
.56 
.00 
.00 
i.00 
1.00 
1X0 
.07 
.00 
.00 



037262009 
12/U5/20G8 
01/09/2009 



01/09/2009 
01/09/2009 



AY 03/30/2009 



01/07/2009 
09/30/2008 
03/30/2009 



1.00 
.00 
.67 
.33 
.33 
3.00 
l.UU 
.33 
J8 
.33 
.00 
1.00 
1.00 
1.00 
.67 
.00 
.00 



Report Dale: 4/26/2012 
Institution: UNIVERSITY OF OREGON 
City/State: EUGENE, OR 



Squad List 



Academic Year. 2008-09 
Sport: Football 
Maximum Grants Permitted: 85.0 



Name/LD.No. 


E 
L 
I 

G 


Status of Student 


Financial Aid 


£ 
X 
£ 
M 


Countable Players 


Change in 
Status 


Rev. 
Dist. 






F W S 


Term 1st 


#yrs 


#of 


Rear. 


Period 


Athletic 


Other 


Total 


1» 


Full 


Ini- 


Over- 


Equi- 


Reason 


Date 


Equi- 








enrolled 


ree'd 


sens 




Of 


grant 


cntbL 


cntbl. 


T 


grant 


tial 


all 


valent 






valent 








Any Your 


aid 


ubl 




award 


amount 


aid 


aid 




amount 






award 






award 





F-07 F-07 
F-03 F-08 
F-07 F-07 
F-06 F-06 
F-06 F-06 
F-OS F-08 
F-07 F-07 
F-06 F-OS 
F-07 F-07 
F-08 F-OS 
F-07 F- 07 
F-QS F-05 
F-08 F-08 
F-C6 F-06 
F-07 F-07 
F-05 F07 
F-07 F-07 



1.00 

.00 
1.00 
ZOO 
2.00 

.00 
1.00 

.00 
1.00 

.00 
1.00 
3.00 

.00 
ZOO 
tJOO 
1.00 

.00 



1.0 V 

0.0 Y 

0.0 Y 

1.0 Y 

ID Y 

0.0 Y 

IX) Y 

0.0 N 

OS) Y 

0.0 Y 

0.0 Y 

3.0 Y 

0.0 Y 

1.0 Y 

1.0 Y 

3.0 Y 

0.0 N 



FY 



FY 
FY 



FY 

FY 

FY 
F 

FY 
FY 
FY 

F/S 



S31.1SO.00 
$.00 
$31,180.00 
$31,180.00 
S40 
S.00 
S17.770XD 
S.00 
S31.1S0.OO 
S.00 
$31,180.00 
S10J94.00 
$33,305.00 
$31,180.00 
S3 1.180.00 
S20.7R6.U0 
S.00 



$.00 
S.00 
$.00 
$.00 
$.00 
$.00 
SJ0O 
SjDO 
S.00 

s.00 

$.00 
$.00 

s.oo 

$.00 
S.00 
$.00 
$.00 



$31,180.00 
S.00 
S3 1,180.00 
$31,18000 
S.00 
S.00 

sn.r/aoo 

S.00 
$31,180.00 

S.00 
S3 1.180.00 
$10,394.00 
$33,305.00 
S31.180.00 
S3I.180.00 
S20.786.00 

S.00 



S3 1,18000 

S30.9M.00 

S3 1.180.00 

$31,180.00 

S3I.IS0.00 

S29.320.00 

S17.770.O0 

S3 1.180.00 

S3 1,1 80.00 

S30.9I4.OO 

$31,180.00 

$31,18000 

S33.305.00 X 

S31.1R0.O0 

$31,180.00 

S3 1.180.00 

$1 7.770.00 



1.00 
.00 
1.00 
1.00 
.00 
.00 
1.00 
.00 
1.00 
.00 
1.00 
J3 
1.00 
1.00 
1.00 
.!>7 
00 



A OS/25/2003 



C 03/30/2009 



C 01/06/2009 



C 05/19/2009 



01/09,2009 



E 04/06/2009 
C !a'l 7/2008 



1.C0 
.00 

1.00 

1.00 
.00 
.00 

1X0 
.00 

1.00 
.00 

1.00 
.33 

t.uu 

LOO 
1.00 
.67 
.00 



Report Oatc: 4/26/2012 

Institution: UNIYF.RSJTY OF DRUG ON 

City/State: EUGENE, OR 



Mil .Villi II in ( 



Academic Year: 
Snort: 
; ranis 1'erniitled: 



200S-Q 1 ) 
Fimtba]] 



Name/I.D. No. 



E 
L 
1 

G 



F \V S 



Status orStutltnt 



Term 1st 
enrolled 
Any Your 



it yrs 
ree'd 
aid 



tt of 
seas 
mil 



Financial Aid 



I'eriml 

of 

a n urd 



Athletic 

grant 

amount 



Other 
cntbl. 
aid 



Total 
cniltl. 



Countable Naycrj 



Full 

grant 

annum! 



Ini- 
tial 



Over- 
all 



Equi- 
valent 
award 



Change in 
Status 



Ilea sit n 



Date 



Rev. 
Uisr. 



Equi- 
valeut 
award 



F-06 r-07 .00 l.o H 



F-OS F-OS 
F-0? F-07 



.oo :.o n 
.00 i.o N 








T-05 W-07 


m 
. w 


F-IM BM 


7 00 
.7(1 




.70 


F-07 F-07 


.00 


F-OS W-09 





FY 



1 ; V 



S.00 S.00 



S.C'O 
S.00 S.0Q 




S4W S31.180.OO 

38.00 SI 7.770.00 

S.00 S31.1S0.OO 

S.00 SI 7.770.00 




Sii.I80.0U Sil.isu.00 X X 

517,770.00 $17,770.00 X 

S31.SS0.00 S31.IS0.0U X X 

S.Oti SI 7.770.00 

&M S 17.770.00 



.HO 
.S7 
.00 

.oo 

On 
# 
.70 
.00 

1.00 
A7 
.00 
.00 

1.00 

:.<>»> 

m 

.00 



a owwqoos 

a 02.06/2009 

I ' 0.V30/2O09 
C 

w 



G 03/31/2009 



C Cfc/li»/2ttOS 



013tt20W 



.00 
.S7 
.00 
.00 
.00 
.67 
.70 
.00 
1.00 
.67 
.00 
.ou 
P| 
l.CO 
1.00 
.1-0 

.00 



Report Dale: 4/26/2012 

Institution: UNIVERSITY OF OREGON 

City/State: EUGENE, OR 



Squad List 



Academic Year: 2008-09 
Sport: Football 
Maximum Grants J'ermitted: 85.0 



E 
L 
I 
G 


Status of Student 


Financial Aid 


£ 
X 
E 
M 


Countable Players 


Change in 
Status 


Rev. 
Dist 


F W S 


Term 1st 
enrolled 
Any Your 


#yrs 
rec'd 
aid 


#Of 

seas 
util 


Recr. 


Period 
of 

award 


Athletic 

grant 

amount 


Other 
cntbL 
aid 


Total 
cntbl. 
aid 


T 


Full 

grant 

amount 


Ini- 
tial 


Over- 
all 


Equi- 
valent 
award 


Reason 


Date 


Equi- 
valent 
award 


F-OS F-Ofi 


zoo 


1.0 


Y 


FY 


$17,770.00 


S.00 


S17.770.00 




S 17.770.00 




X 


1.00 






1.00 


F-05 F-05 


3.00 


2.0 


Y 


FY 


S31.tSO.00 


s.oo 


S31.1S0.00 




S31.1SO.00 




X 


1.00 






1.00 


F-05 F-05 


3X0 


2.0 


Y 


FY 


S3 1.180.00 


100 


S3 1.180.00 




S3I.180JJ0 




X 


l.oa 






I. CO 


F-08. S-09 


.50 


1.0 


Y 


S 


Sll.102.00 


sxo 


Sll.102.00 


X 


S33.305.00 






.CO 


AY 


03/30/2009 


.33 


F-05 W-07 


3.00 


2.0 


Y 


FY 


S31.IS0.00 


S.00 


S3I.1SO.00 




S31.1S0.00 




\ 


1.00 






1.00 


F-04 W-06 


'J .60 


3.0 


Y 


F 


$10,394.00 


S.00 


S10.394.00 




S3 1. 180.00 




X 


J3 


\V 


01/09*2009 


.33 


F-07 F-07 


IDO 


XO 


Y 


FY 


S31.1SC.00 


S.OO 


S3 1.180.03 




S3I.ISO.00 




X 


1.00 






1.00 


F-W F-04 


4.00 


3.0 


Y 


F 


$10,394.00 


S.OO 


S10.3M.00 




S3 I.I 80.00 




X 


.33 


G 


<) 1/09/2009 


.33 


K-07 F-07 


1.00 


ao 


Y 


FY 


$31. 180.00 


S.Ott 


S3 1.1 80.00 




S3 I.I 80.00 




X 


1.00 






1.00 


P-06 F-08 


2.00 


1.0 


Y 


FY 


S31.180.00 


S.00 


S31.IS0.00 




S3 1.1 80.00 


X 


X 


1.00 






1.00 


F-07 F-07 


1.00 


0.0 


Y 


FY 


S31.1SO.00 


S.OO 


S3i.180.00 




S3l.iS0.0O 




X 


1. 00 






1.00 


F-08 F-08 


.00 


0.0 


Y 




S.00 


s.oo 


S.OO 




SI 7.504.00 






.00 


Q 


10/22'2008 


.00 


F-04 F-04 


4.00 


3.0 


Y 


F/W 


S20.7S6.00 


S.OO 


S20,786.O0 




S3I.1SO.00 




X 


.07 


G 


03/26 2009 


.67 


F-05 F-05 


2.00 


2.0 


K 


FY 


S31.I8O00 


S.00 


S31.1SO.00 




S31. 180.00 




X 


I. Oil 






1.00 


W-08 W-08 


.70 


0.0 


Y 


FY 


S31.1SV.00 
$2,316,240.00 


s.oo 


S31.ISO.00 
S2.24U63.00 




S3 1,1 80.00 


X 
24 


X 
85 


1.00 

73.82 






1.00 

76.15 



Name/LD.No. 



Squad-List Ibtalf 



* a Student-athlete's aid counts in another sport 

Student-athlete has been over-awarded 
> » Team limit exceeded 



ftaaititslfit) 


Steam limit for Sport 
W 


CP Team is 
Sabjtci loin 2008-09 

<r> 


CPGanitd Oitrfrsm PREVIOUS 
Acadctnlr'J&or <u*any) Applicable 
to Camnx Academic Year (k) 
(X/A in 2005^16) 


MaJdnnmTfcam limit for 
TOs Academic Yfcar 


CP Applicable to 2008-09 
Carried Omer to 2009-1 (If any) 














Form coisideted by : 


Title: 


Telephone: 


Date: 



Form approved by: Date: 



Director oT Athletics' Signature: Date: 

Bead Coacb'tSignarure: Date: 

AddiliDnal Signature: Title: 

AddffionntSlgharflre: Title: 

Required by Bylaw 0.2. File in director of athletics' office. 



Rep ort Date: 4/26/2012 
J^tapMis DNJVERS1TY OF OREGON 
♦C^ftalk- EUGENE, OR 



Squad List 



Academic Year: 2009-10 
Sport: Football 
Maximum Grants Permitted: $5.0 



Name/ID. No. 


E 
L 
1 

G 


Status of Student 




Financial Aid 




E 
X 
E 
M 


Countable Players 


Change in 
Status 


Rev. 
Dist. 








































F W S 


Term 1st 
enrolled 
Any Your 


#yrs 
ree'd 
aid 


ttof 
seas 
atfl 


Recr. 


Period 
of 

award 


Athletic 

grant 

amount 


Other 
cntbl. 
aid 


Total 
cntbl. 
aid 


P 
T 


Full 

grant 

amount 


Ini- 
tial 


Over- 
all 


Equi- 
valent 
award 


Reason 


Date 


Equi- 
valent 
award 





F-09 S-10 

F-Oft F-08 
F-06 ¥-06 
F-09 F-09 
F-09 F-09 
K-09 F-09 
S-07 S-07 
S-06 S-06 
F-08 P-08 
F-C8 F4» 
F-08 F-08 
F-09 F-09 
F4)S S-OS 
F-09 F-09 

W-08 W-08 
F-0S F-US 

F-07 W-10 



.00 
1.00 
3.00 
.00 
.00 
.00 
2.50 
3 JO 
.00 
1.00 
M 
.00 
3.00 
.00 
1.70 
.00 
1.00 



0.0 N 

1.0 V 

2.0 Y 

0.0 Y 

CO Y 

OS) Y 

2.0 Y 

2.0 Y 

\S> N 

1.0 Y 

14) Y 

0.0 Y 

3.0 Y 

OX) Y 

1.0 Y 

IJD N 

0.0 N 



Pi' 
FY 
FY 
FY 
FY 
FY 
FY 

FY 

FY 
F 
FAV 
FY 



5.00 $.00 S.00 S19.257.C0 .00 A 03/31/2010 -CO 

$35,547.00 S.00 S35.S47.00 535447.00 X 1 .00 1.00 

$35,547.00 $.00 S35.547.00 S35.547.tui X 1.00 1.00 

$35,263.00 $.00 S35.263.00 $35,263 0<» X X i.00 1.00 

$35,263-00 $.00 S3S.2630O 535.263.00 X X '.00 Q 04/29/2010 l.OU 

$35,263.00 $.00 $35,263.00 S3SJ63.GU X X 1.00 1.00 

S3S.S47.00 $.00 535.S4y.00 $35447.00 X 1.00 1.00 

$35.5474)0 $.00 S3S4474J0 $35447.00 X 1.00 1.U0 

S.00 $.00 $.00 $35,263.00 .00 .00 

$35447.00 $.00 $35447.00 $35^47.00 X 1.00 1.00 

SJiO 100 S.00 $35,263.00 .00 .00 

$35,263.00 $.00 $35,263.00 $35,263.00 X X l.OU 1.00 

SI 1.849.00 100 $11,849.00 S35.S47.0O X .33 W 01/20/2010 J3 

$23408.00 $.00 $23408.00 $35,263.00 X X .67 W 02/10/2010 .67 

$33,547.00 S.00 53S447.00 $35447.00 X 1.00 l.CO 

S.00 $.00 $.00 $35,547.00 .00 .00 

$.00 S.00 $.00 $19157.00 .00 A 03/31/2010 .00 



* 



ReportDate: 4/26/2012 
.. : ^din^#; UNIVERSITY OF OREGON 
■'<&^tix; EUGENE, OR 



Squad List 



Academic Year: 2009-10 
Sport: Football 
Maximum Grants Permitted: 85.0 



Namt/ID.No. 


E 
L 
I 
C 


Status of Student 


Financial Aid 


E 
X 
E 
M 


Countable Players 


Change in 
Status 


Rev. 
Dist. 






F W S 


Term 1st 


#yre 


it of 


Keen 


Period 


Athletic 


Other 


Total 


P 


Full 


Ini- 


Over- 


Equi- 


Reason 


Date 


Equi- 








enrolled 


ree'd 


seas 




of 


grant 


cntbl. 


cntbl. 


T 


grant 


tial 


all 


valent 






valent 








Any Your 


aid 


utU 




award 


amount 


aid 


aid 




amount 






award 






award 





F-09 F-09 


X0 


0.0 


Y 


FY 


S3S.263.0O 


100 


$35,263.00 


S3S.263.00 


X 


X 


1X0 






1.00 


F-09 F-O'J 


X0 


OX 


N 




$.00 


SCO 


$.00 


S.00 






.00 


A 


09/08/2009 


.00 


F-Ofi F-06 


XO 


2.0 


N 


FY 


$15,257.00 


S.00 


$19,257.00 


S19.2S7.00 




X 


1.00 






1.00 


W-09 W4» 


i.00 


1.0 


Y 


FY 


535.547-00 


S.00 


S33.S47.00 


S35.S47.00 


X 


X 


1.00 






1.00 


F-07 F-0? 


2X0 


1.0 


Y 


FY 


S35.S47.00 


S.00 


S35447X0 


$35,547.00 




X 


1.00 






1.00 


P-05 F-OS 


1.00 


3.0 


H 


FY 


$35447.00 


S.00 


S35447.00 


$35,547.00 




X 


1.00 






1.00 


F-08 W-10 


2J0O 


2.0 


Y 


W/S 


S23,69SXO 


S.00 


S23.69S.00 


$35447.00 


X 


X 


.67 


A 


01/05/2010 


.67 


F-07 W-09 


2.50 


ZD 


Y 


FY 


S35447XO 


S.00 


S3S447.00 


$35,547.00 




X 


1.00 






1.00 


F-09 F-09 


X0 


OX 


Y 


FY 


S3SJJ63.00 


$.00 


$35,263.00 


$35,263.00 


X 


X 


1X0 






1.00 


F-08 F-08 


1X0 


IX 


Y 


FY 


S35447X0 


S.00 


$35447X0 


$35447.00 




X 


1X0 






1.00 


F-09 F-09 


.00 


0.0 


Y 


FY 


$35,263X0 


S.00 


535263.00 


$35263.00 


X 


X 


1X0 






1.00 


F-06 F-OS 


3X0 


2X 


Y 


FY 


535,547X0 


S.00 


S35447X0 


$35,547.00 




X 


1.00 






1.00 


F-06 


3.00 


3.0 


Y 


FY 


335447X0 


S.00 


S3S.S47.00 


S35447.00 




X 


1.00 






1.00 


$-07 S-07 


230 


2.0 


Y 


FY 


$35447X0 


S.00 


S35.S47.00 


$35447.00 




X 


1X0 






1.00 


F-09 F-09 


.00 


OX 


N 




$.00 


S.00 


$j00 


$18,973X0 






xo 


A 


08/1372009 


.00 


F-09 F-09 


X0 


OlO 


N 




$.00 


S.00 


S.00 


S19.257.00 






.00 


A 


03/31/2010 


.00 


F-OS F-05 


4.00 


3X 


Y 


F 


$11,849X0 


S.00 


SI 1,849.00 


S35.547.00 




X 


J3 


a 


01/20/2010 


.33 



Squati List 



Report Dale: 4/26/2012 

Institution: UNIVERSITY OF OREGON 

City/State: EUGENE, OR 



Academic Year: 2000-10 
Sport: 1-ootb.ill 
Maximum Grants Permitted: fc£5.0 



Namf/LD.Xci. 


E 

1. 
I 


Status of Student 




Financial Aid 




8 
X 


Countable Pliers 


Outage in 
Status 


lie v. 

»ist. 






















E 
M 


















K vv s 


enrolled 
Any Your 


/J yrs 
i'i i-.'ii 

.litl 


of 
seas 
mil 




Period 
of 

award 


grant 
amount 


( Min i 
Clillll. 

aid 


Tola! 
cnllil. 
aid 


j» 
T 


Ful 1 

i;rant 

amount 


Ini- 
tial 


Over- 
nil 


( .ill-Ill 
award 




Date 


valoat 

award 






F Ot. F-Ofi 


.03 


1.0 


N 




S.00 


s.oo 


S.00 


BSJ4T.00 






.(Hi 


C 


04 o: :o:o 


SO 






F-05 F-05 




2.0 


N 


ft 


y-5 S47.W. 


S.oo 


$35,547.00 


S3S.547.0U 




X 


100 






IM 






F-06 F-07 




2.0 


s 




S.oo 


S.00 


SJOO 


S 19.257.0(1 






t.M 


A 


OftWU2009 


.00 






F-oy EM» 


.00 


0.0 


N 




J.CO 


$.00 


s.oo 


an 






00 


A 


10>01,*2C09 


uo 






F-09 F-09 


.00 


0.0 


N 






soo 


S.O0 


S35.2t.300 






CO 


A 




.-X> 






F-08 F-08 


1.00 J* 


V 


FAV 


S23.69S.00 


$.00 


S23,69S.OO 


SJ5.S47 (10 




X 


.67 


C 


Ul.uS'jUlU 


.67 






F-05 S-08 


-1.00 


3.0 


V 


t 


SU. 849.00 


$.00 


SI UMMO 






X 


Ji 


* 


03/30/2010 


.33 






F-0S F-05 


.00 


0.0 


N 


fy 


$17,317.00 


m 


S17J»!7XO 


S19.257.00 




X 


SO 






.90 






F-Ori F-Oi. 


.00 


2.0 


M 




S.00 


S.0D 


S.00 


m#a m 












.00 






F-09 F-09 


.00 




Y 


FY 


S35.2fi3.00 


s.oo 


$35,263.03 


S35.2G3.0O 


X 


X 


tm 






(46 






F-03 S-08 


2.S0 


g 


V 




S.00 


S.OO 


S.OO 


S19.2S7.00 






JBO 


A 


09W2U09 


.00 






F-07 F-09 


.00 


0.0 


Y 


FY 


S35.547.00 


S.00 535,547.00 


535.547.00 X 


X 


1.00 






MM 






F-04 K-06 


■J i:u 


4.0 


Y 


FY 


S11.S19.00 


$.00 


S!I ,.S49.00 X 


$35,547 M 






00 


E 




33 






F-07 F-07 


2X0 


2.0 


Y 


fy 


$35,547.00 


s.oo 


S35.547.O0 


S35.547.00 




X 


1.00 






1.00 






W4B W-05 


4.60 


3.0 


Y 


F 


$11,849.00 


$.00 


SI 1.849.00 


S35.547.00 




X 


J3 




0I/20.-2010 


.31 






F-07 F-07 


J. 00 


1.0 


N 




S.00 


s.oo 


S.00 


S35.547.Q0 






.00 












F-08 F-08 


1. 00 


1.0 


V 


FY 


S19J57.00 


S.00 


SJ9.257.00 


SI 9.257.00 




X 


! 00 






m 



RejiDrt pate: 4/2672012 

university of Oregon 
eugene, or 



Squad List 




Academic Year: 2009-10 
Sport: Football 
Maximum Grants Permitted: 85.0 



Namc/3LI>. No. 


E 
L 
1 

G 


Status of Student 


Financial Aid 


£ 
X 
£ 
M 


Countable Players 


Change in 
Status 


Rev. 
Dist. 






F W S 


term 1st 




#of 


Recr. 


Period 


Athletic 


Other 


Total 


p 


Full 


Ini- 


Over- 


Equi- 


Reason 


Date 


Equi- 








enrolled 


ree'd 


seas 






grant 


cntbl. 


cntbL 


T 


grant 


tial 


aU 


valent 






valent 








Any Your 


aid 


uttl 




award 


amount 


aid 


aid 




amount 






award 






award 





F-09 F-09 


.00 


0.0 


Y 




SX0 


$.00 


S.00 


$35,263.09 






.00 






.00 


F-09 F-09 


.00 


0.0 


N 




S.00 


S.00 


sxo 


$35,263X0 






.00 


A 


03/31/2010 


.00 


F-09 F-09 


.00 


0.0 


V 


FY 


S.00 


S.00 


S.00 


SI8.973.0O 






.Oil 






.00 


F-07 F-07 


2.00 


1-0 


y 


FY 


$35,547.00 


$.00 


$35,547.00 


S3S.547.00 




X 


1.00 






1.00 


F-09 F-09 


.00 


OX 


V 




S.00 


$.00 


SJOO 


535363.00 






.OD 


C 


03/30/2010 


.00 


F-09 F-09 


.00 


OX 


Y 


FY 


$35,263X0 


$.00 


$35,263X0 


$35,263X0 


X 


X 


1.00 


A 


QS/27/2009 


1X0 


F-09 F-09 


.00 


0.0 


Y 


FY 


518.973X0 


$.00 


$18,973X0 


S18.973.00 


X 


X 


1.00 






1.00 


F-09 F-09 


.00 


0.0 


Y 


FY 


$30*63.00 


$.00 


S30.263.00 


535.263.00 


X 


X 


.86 






.86 


F-08 F-08 


.00 


1.0 


Y 




S.00 


$.00 


$.00 


S1S.973.0O 






.00 






.00 


F-06 F-07 


2.00 


IX 


Y 


FAV 


S23.698.0a 


too 


$23,698X0 


$35,547.00 




X 


.67 


C 


03/17/2010 


X>7 


F-06 F-06 


3.00 


£0 


Y 


FY 


$35347.00 


S.00 


S35.547.00 


S3S.547.00 




X 


1.00 






1X0 


F-OS F-OS 


ico 


2.0 


Y 


FY 


$35,547X0 


S.00 


$35,547X0 


S35.S47.00 




X 


1. 00 






1.00 


F-07 F-09 


.00 


OX 


Y 


F 


$11,849X0 


S.00 


SI 1.849X0 


$35,547.00 


X 


X 


.33 


w 


01/15/2010 


33 


F-09 F-09 


.00 


Oj0 


Y 


FY 


S35.263.00 


S.00 


$35,263X0 


$35,263.00 


X 


X 


1.00 






1.00 


F-09 F-09 


.00 


ox 


Y 


FY 


$15.26100 


$.00 


$35,263X0 


S35.263.00 


X 


X 


1.00 






1.00 


F-05 F-05 


4.00 


3.0 


Y 


F 


J11.S49.00 


SXO 


$11,649X0 


$35,547X0 




X 


J3 


c 


Ql/20/2010 


.33 


F-07 F-07 


ZOO 


2X 


Y 


FY 


$35,547.00 


S.00 


$35,547X0 


S35.547.00 




X 


1.00 






1.00 



Revolt Date: 4&6/2012 

tatifatiw UNIVERSITY OF OREGON 

CityfStatfz EUGENE, OR 



Squad List 



Acuiituiic Year: 2009-10 
Sport: Football 
Maximum Grants Permitted: 85.0 





E 
L 
1 

G 


Status of Student 


Financial Aid 


E 
X 

JB 
M 


Countable Players 


Change in 
Status 


Rev. 
DisL 






F W S 


Term 1st 


#yrs 


#of 


Recr. 


Period 


Athletic 


Other 


Total 




Full 


Ini- 


Over- 


Equi- 


Reason 


Date 


Equi- 








enrolled 


ree'd 


seas 




of 


grant 


cntbL 


cntbL 


T 


grunt 


tial 


all 


valent 






valent 








Any Your 


aid 


util 




award 


amount 


aid 


aid 




amount 






award 






award 





F-OS F-08 


LOO 


IJ0 


Y 


FY 


S35.S47.00 


5.00 


$35,547.00 


535,547.00 




X 


1.00 






:.oo 


K-06 F-06. 


3.00 


2.0 


V 


FY 


S35.547.ao 


S.00 


$35,547.00 


535,547.00 




X 


1.00 






1.00 


F-08 F-08 


1.00 


L0 


Y 


FY 


S3S.S47.Q0 


S.00 


S35.547.00 


$35,547.00 




X 


LOU 






1.00 


F-08 F-08 


1.00 


1.0 


Y 


FY 


S3S.547.00 


S.00 


$35,547.00 


$35,547.00 




X 


:.oo 






1.00 


F-06 F-OS 


3.00 


2-0 


Y 


FY 


S35.547.00 


S.00 


S35.S47.00 


S35.547.00 




X 


1.00 






1.00 


F-OS F-06 


.00 


1.0 


N 


FY 


S3S.S47.00 


S.00 


S35.547.0Q 


$35,547.00 




X 


1.00 






1.00 


F-09 


.00 


0.0 


Y 




SJ30 


S.00 


S.00 


S35.263.0O 






.00 






.00 


F-09 F-09 


.00 


0.0 


Y 


FY 


S3S.263.00 


S.00 


$35,263.00 


$35,263.00 


X 


X 


1.00 






1.00 


F-07 F-07 


2.00 


1.0 


Y 


FY 


S35.S47.00 


S.00 


S3S.S47.00 


S35.547.00 




X 


1.00 






1.00 


F-07 «T7 


2.00 


2.0 


Y 


FY 


S35.547.O0 


S.00 


535*547.00 


S35.547.00 




X 


tin) 






1.00 


F-07 S-09 


2^0 


3.0 


Y 


FY 


535,547.00 


S.00 


$3S;547.00 


$354547.00 


X 


X 


1.00 






1.00 


F-09 F-09 


M 


0,0 


Y 


FY 


$35,263.00 


100 


$35,263.00 


$35,263.00 


X 


X 


1.00 






1.00 


F-09 F-09 


.CO 


0.0 


Y 


FY 


S.00 


S.00 


S.00 


SI 8.973 .00 






.00 






.00 


F-09 F-09 


.00 


0.0 


N 




S.00 


S.00 


S.00 


$.00 






.00 


c 


01/25/2010 


.00 


F-07 F-07 


.00 


1.0 


Y 




S.00 


soo 


S.00 


$35,547.00 






.00 


c 


03/31/2010 


.00 


F 07 F-07 


2.00 


2.0 


Y 


FY 


S35.547.0Q 


S.00 


S35.547.M> 


535,547.00 




X 


1.00 






1.00 


F-09 F-09 


.00 


0.0 


N 




S.00 


S.00 


S.00 


$19,257.00 






.00 


A 


09/0S/2O09 


.00 



Squad List 



4/26/2012 

Ita^^m- UNIVERSITY OF OREGON 
Otsfflatig EUGENE, OR 



Academic Yean 2009-10 
Sport: Football 
Maximum Grants Permitted: 85.0 





E 
L 
1 

G 


Status of Student 


Financial Aid 


E 
X 
E 
M 


Countable Players 


Change in 
Status 


Rev. 
Oist. 






F W S 


Term 1st 


#yrs 


#«f 


Recr. 


Period 


Athletic 


Other 


Total 


V 


Full 


Ini- 


Over- 


Equi- 


Reason 


Date 


Equi- 








enrolled 


ree'd 


seas 






grant 


cntbL 


cntbL 


T 


grant 


tial 


all 


valent 






valent 








Any Your 


aid 


utfl 




award 


amount 


aid 


aid 




amount 






award 






award 





F-06 F-08 
S-10 S-10 
F-07 F-07 
F4» F-09 
S-10 5-10 

F«08 F-08 
F-OTF-OS" 
F-08 F-6& 
F-09 ip09 
F-09 F-0? 
F-07 F-07 
F-06 F-Off 
F-06 F-06 
F-07 F-07 
F-07 F-07 
F-09 F-09 



3.00 
40 

2.00 
40 
40 

250 
.00 

40 

.00 
40 
40 
240 
340 
2.00 
2.00 
ZOO 
.00 



24 Y 

04 Y 

24 Y 

04 N 

00 Y 

34 Y 

14 N 

ID N 

14 Y 

04 Y 

0,0 Y 

14 Y 

2.0 Y 

2D Y 

1.0 Y 

id Y 

0.0 N 



FY 
F 

FY 

FY 
FY 



FY 

FY 
FY 

FY 
F 



$35£47.00 
SI 1,75440 
$35.54740 

5-00 
$11.75440 
53554740 

540 

$40 

S40 
$3526340 

$40 
531^4740 
Si5^47.00 

S.00 
$3544740 
$11,849.01* 

S.00 



S.00 
S40 
$40 
540 
$40 
540 
$40 
$40 
S40 
S40 
$40 
$40 
S.00 
S.00 
$.00 
£40 
S.00 



535.54740 
$11,75440 
$35,54740 

$40 
$11,75440 
535,54740 

S.00 

5.00 

$.00 
$353340 

$40 
S3 1,54740 
S35.54740 

100 
535,54740 
SI 1,84940 

S40 



S33.547.00 
S35263.00 
535.547.00 
$40 
$35263.00 
535.54740 
519257.00 
$15257.00 
$35263.00 
$3526340 X 
$35263.00 
$35,547.00 
$35.54740 
$35,547.00 
535,547.00 
S35.S47.00 
$35263.01) 



1.00 

J3 A 
1.00 

.00 A 
.00 AY 
1 .00 C 
40 

40 A 

.00 
1.00 

.00 

.69 
1.00 

.00 
1.00 

40 WM 
.00 



03/31/2010 

09/0&*2009 
03/31/2010 
03/3O/2O10 

09/08/2009 



01/15/2010 



1.00 
J3 

140 
.00 
.33 

140 
.00 
.00 
.00 

1.00 
40 
.89 

1. 00 
.00 

1.00 
.33 
.CO 



Report Date: 4/26/2012 

Institution: UNIVERSITY OF OREGON 

Ofjftt&tfe EUGENE, OR 



Squad List 



Academic Yean 2009-10 
Sport: Football 
Maximum Grants Permitted: SS.O 



Name/LD.No. 


E 
L 
I 

G 


Status of Student 


Financial Aid 


£ 
X 
E 
M 


Countable Players 


Change in 
Status 


Rev. 
Dist. 






F W S 


Term 1st 


#yrs 


#of 


Recr. 


Period 


Athletic 


Other 


Total 


P 


Full 


Ini- 


Over- 


Equi- 


Reason 


Date 


Equi- 








enrolled 


rec'd 


seas 




of 


grant 


cntbL 


cntbL 


T 


grant 


tial 


all 


valent 






valent 








Any Your 


aid 


Ulil 




award 


amount 


aid 


aid 




amount 






award 






award 





F-04 F-09 

s-w w-io 

F-09 F-09 
F-09 

F-07 F-07 
F-09 F-09 
F-07 F-09 
S-10 S-I0 
F-05 F-07 
F-06 F4>7 
F-05 F-05 
F-07 F-07 
F-09 F-09 
F-OS F-08 
F4)8 F-08 
F-05 W-07 
F-09 F-09 



jra 2.0 N 

1.00 U) Y 

.00 0.0 Y 

.00 0.0 N 

ZOO 2.0 Y 

.00 0.0 Y 

.00 0.0 N 

.00 0.0 Y 

2.00 4.0 Y 

.00 2.0 N 

1.00 2.0 N 

1.00 2.0 N 

.00 0.0 Y 

.00 1.0 Y 

UK) 1.0 Y 

.00 2.0 N 

.00 0.0 K 



W/S 
FY 



FY 
FY 



S 

w 



FY 



FY 



FY 



&00 
$23,698.00 
S353fi3.0Q 
SUX> 
S3S.547.00 
S.00 
S.00 
$1 1.754.00 
SI 1. 849.00 
S.00 
$19,257.00 
100 
S.00 
S.00 
S3S.547.00 
S.00 
S.00 



SH0 
S.00 
$.00 
S.00 
S.00 
SL00 
S.00 
S.00 
S.00 
S.00 
SUM) 
S.00 
S.00 
S.00 
S.00 
S.00 

s.oo 



S.00 
$23 .£98.00 
535.263.00 

S.00 
535.547.00 

S.00 

S.00 
$11,754.00 X 
SI1.S49.00 X 

sm 

SI'J.2 57.00 
S.OO 
S.00 

s.oo 

S35.547.00 
S.OO 
S.00 



S.OO 
$35,547.00 X 
535,263.00 X 

S.00 
S35.547.00 
S18.973.C0 

S.00 
S3 5.263 .00 
S35J-I7.00 
S35.547.00 
519.257.00 
535,547.00 
SI8.973.00 
SIS.973.00 
S3 5.547.00 
S19.2S7.00 

S.OO 



.00 A 09/08/2009 

X .67 A 01/05/2010 
X 1.00 

.00 C 03/30/2010 
X 1.00 

.00 

.00 A 09/03/2009 

.00 AY 03/31/2010 



.00 K 
.00 A 
1. 00 

.00 c 
.00 

.00 
LOU 
.00 
.00 



03.-31/2010 



02/10/2010 



.00 
.67 

1.00 
.00 

1.00 
.00 
.00 
.33 
.J 3 
.00 

1. 00 
.00 
.00 
.00 

1.00 
.00 
.00 




Squad list 



4/26/2012 

UrflVBRSITY OF OREGON 
EUGENE, OR 



Academic Year: 2009-10 
SporU Football 
Maximum Grants Permitted: 85.0 



Namfi/LD.No. 


E 
L 
I 

G 


States of Student 


Financial Aid 


E 
X 
E 
M 


Countable Players 


Change in 
Status 


Rev. 
Disc 






F W S 


Term 1st 


#yrs 




Rccr. 


Period 


Athletic 


Other 


Total 


P 


Full 


Ini- 


Over- 


Equi- 


Reason 


Date 


Equi- 








enrolled 


ree'd 


seas 




of 


grant 


cntbt 


cntbl. 


T 


grant 


tial 


all 


valent 






valent 








Any Your 


aid 


utfl 




award 


amount 


aid 


aid 




amount 






award 






award 







1 70 


1 J) 


y 


FY 




SJO0 


S3S.347.00 


SIS 547 00 


x 


LOO 






5.00 


F-07 F-07 


1X0 


1.0 


N 




SjOO 


5jj3 




SI 9.257.00 




.00 






.00 


F-09 F-09 


JOO 


co 


Y 




SilO 


5X0 


S.00 


£35,263.00 




.00 






.00 


F«Cfi F-06 


3.00 


2.0 


Y 


FY 


519557.00 


$.00 


SI 9,257.00 


SI 9.257.00 


X 


1 .00 






1.00 


F-05 F-05 


4X0 


3.0 


Y 


F 


S11349JM) 


S.00 


SI 1,849.00 


S3S.547.00 


X 


J3 


G 


01/20/2010 


.33 


F-OS F-OS 




0.0 


K 




SiJO 


SOD 


S.00 


S.00 




.00 


A 


1 AMI ^WlfVl 

10/91/2009 


.oo 


F-05 F-05 


4m 


3.0 


Y 


F 


S11JB49JH> 


S.00 


SI L849.00 


S35.547.00 


X 


.33 


C 


01/2OA2010 


33 


F-07 F-09 


AO 


00 


N 




SJ0O 


S.O0 


S.00 


S35.547.00 




.00 


C 


03/30/2010 


.00 


F-08 S-09 


1.00 


1.0 


Y 


FY 


$35,547.00 


5.00 


S35J47.00 


S35.S47.00 X 


\* 


1.00 






1.00 


F-05 W-07 


4.00 


3.0 


Y 


F 


SMM9.00 


S.00 


$11,849.00 


535.547.00 


X 


33 






.33 


F-07 F-07 


2.00 


1.0 


Y 


FY 


$35,547.00 


SJ)0 


$35,547.00 


S3 5.547.00 


X 


1.00 






1.00 


F-07 r-oi 


2.00 


1.0 


Y 


FY 


535,547.00 


S.00 


S3S>17.00 


S3 5.547.00 


X 


1.00 






1.00 


F-OS F-08 


3S30 


2.0 


Y 


FY 


$3$.S47.00 


j.oa 


S3S.547.Q0 


S3S.547.00 


X 


1.00 


c 


03/300010 


1.00 


F-07 F-07 


2.00 


1.0 


Y 


FY 


$35447.00 


S.00 


S3S.547.00 


S35.S47.00 


X 


1.00 






1.00 


W-0S W-10 


2.00 


2.0 


Y 


W/B 


$23,698.00 


S.00 


S23.69S.0U 


S35.547.00 


X 


.67 


A 


01/05/2010 


.67 


F-05 F-OS 


3.00 


3.0 


U 


F 




sua 


SI 1.849.00 


S35.547.00 


X 


J3 


G 


01/20/2010 


.33 


w-ca w-os 


1.70 


1.0 


Y 


FY 


S35.547.00 


S.00 


135347.00 


S35.547.00 


X 


1.C0 






1.00 



Report Date; 4/20012 

institution; owrvERsny of Oregon 

EUGENE, OR 



Squad List 



Academic Year: 2009-10 
Sport: Football 
Maximum Grants Permitted: 8S.0 



Name/LD. No. 


E 
L 
1 
G 


Status of Student 


financial Aid 


E 
X 
E 
M 


Countable Players 


Change in 
Status 


Rev. 
Dlst. 






F W S 


Term 1st 


ffyrs 


#of 


Recr. 


Period 


Athletic 


Other 


Total 


P 


Full 


Ini- 


Over- 


Equi- 


Reason 


Date 


Equi- 








enrolled 


rcc'd 


seas 




of 


grant 


cntbl. 


cntbl. 


T 


grant 


tial 


ail 


valent 






valent 








Any Your 


aid 


mil 




award 


amount 


aid 


aid 




amount 






award 






award 




Squad-list Totals 














S2,634^85.00 




S2,575,930.00 






25 


85 


75.30 






76.95 



* w SlucUmtatblete's aid counts in another sport 
+ a Stadent-athlstO has been over-awarded 
> -Team Hfrut exceeded 



Jptunllks(CE) 


l<gfalatrri Mntlmnm 
Team Limit Tor Sport 

&> 


CP Team Is 
Subject to in 2009-10 

Cy) 


CP Carried Ora- from PREVIOUS 
ArnriotnlB Year (U* any) Applicable 
to Current Academic Year (z) 
(N/A In 200546} 


Maximum Team Limit for 
Tbi* Academic Year 
(«-y)-z 


CP Applicable to 2009-10 
Carried Over to 2010-1 1 (if any) 















Form coincided by: , 
Form approved by: _ 



_ Title: 
Date: 



Telephone: , 



Date: 



Director of Athletics' Signature: 

Head Coach's Signature: 

Additional Signature: ________ 



Date: 



Date: 



Title: 



Title: 



Additional Signature: 

Required by Bylaw 15.5.10.2. File in director of athletics' office. 



Squad List 



Keport Date: 4/2^012 

Institution: UN IVERSFTY OF OREGON 

City/State: EUGENE, OR 



Academic Year: 2010-U 
Snarl: Football 
Maximum Grants 1'erm'ntcd: HS.O 



Name/I.D. No. 


E 
I. 
1 

G 


Status orSutdeut 


Financial Aid 


V. 

\ 

E 

M 

1' 

T 


t. on mati k- Players 


Chan}:e in 
Status 


Rev. 
Itist. 




F W S 


Term 1st 
enrolled 
Any Your 


H yrs 
tee'd 

aid 


or 

seas 


Recr. 


Periotl 

t , 


Athletic 

grant 

iiniimiil 


Other 
embl. 
aid 


Total 
cnttil. 
aid 


Full 

grant 

amount 


tut- 
liul 

_ 


Qvcr- 

nil 


Equi- 
valent 
award 


Reason 


Dale 


Equi- 
valent 

award 




FY 



FY 
FY 



FY 



FY 



FV 



S20.203.00 
S37.S13.U0 
S37.S 13.00 
S37.9 13.00 
S37.8I3.00 




X 1.00 

X .67 O 03/25/2011 

X 100 
X 1.00 
X t.00 
00 

X ?3 C. 01/13/2011 

X I. w 

.00 

X 1.00 
X 1.00 
X 1.00 

300 

X U» 

.(-0 C 01/3 1/201! 
X 1.00 



.00 
1.00 

..' 

1.00 
1.00 
1J00 
.00 
.33 
1.00 
.00 
1.00 
I.DO 
1.00 

M 

\M 

.00 
1. 00 



RepflrtJDatc: 4/26/2012 

iBSfflaflDn: UNIVERSITY OF OREGON 

Curtate: EUGENE, OR 



Squad List 



Academic Year: 2010-1 1 
Sport: Football 
Maximum Grants Permitted: 85.0 



Name/LD.No. 


E 
L 
I 

G 


Status of Student 


Financial Aid 


£ 
X 
£ 
M 


Countable Players 


Change in 
Status 


Rev. 
Disr. 






F W S 


Term 1st 


#yrs 


#of 


Recr. 


Period 


Athletic 


Other 


Total 


P 


Full 


Ini- 


Over- 


Equi- 


Reason 


Date 


Equi- 








enrolled 


ree'd 


seas 




of 


grant 


cntbL 


cntbl. 


T 


grant 


tial 


all 


valent 






valent 








Any Your 


aid 






award 


amount 


aid 


aid 




amount 






award 






award 





F-09 F-09 
F-06 P-06 
W-09 W-09 
F-07 F-07 
P-08 F-10 
F-IO P-10 
F-08 W-10 
F-07 W-09 
F-09 F-09 
F-08 F-08 

S-ll S-U 
F-06 F-06 
F-06 F-06 
F-M F-10 
S-07 S-07 
S-09 F-10 



.00 
1.00 
2.00 
3.00 
2.00 

JOO 
3.00 
330 
1.00 
ZOO 
LOO 

.00 
4.00 
4.00 

.00 
3J0 

.00 



1.0 N 

3.0 N 

2.0 Y 

2.0 Y 

2.0 N 

ao N 

3.0 Y 

3.0 Y 

1.0 Y 

ZO Y 

LO Y 

0.0 Y 

3.0 Y 

4.0 Y 

0.0 Y 

3.0 Y 

0.0 Y 



FY 
FY 
FY 



FY 
FY 
FY 
FY 
FY 

S 

F 

F 

FY 
EAV 
FAV 



S.00 
$20,263.00 
S37.813.00 
$37,813.00 
S.00 
S.00 
$37,813.00 
537.813.00 
S37.SI3.00 
$37,813.00 

S7.55S.OO 
$IZ604jOO 
S 12,604.00 
$40,225.00 
$25,208.00 
S25.20M0 



$.00 
$.00 
S.00 
$.00 
S.00 
$.00 
S.00 
S.00 
S.00 
$.00 
$.00 
$.00 
$.00 
S.00 
$.00 
$.00 
$.00 



S.00 
$20,263.00 
$37,813.00 
$37,813.00 X 

$.00 

$.00 
$37,813.00 
$37,813.00 
$37,813.00 
S37.813.O0 
$37,813.00 
$7,558.00 
$12,604.00 
S1Z6O4.O0 X 
$40,225.00 
$25008.00 
$25,208.00 



$20,263.00 

$20,263.00 

S37.Si3.0O 

S37.813.00 

$37,813.00 

$20,263.00 

$37,813.00 

537.8 13.00 

$37,813.00 

$37,813.00 

$37,813.00 

$22,675.00 X 

S37.813.00 

$31,334.00 

S40J225.00 X 

$37,813.00 

S37.813.00 X 



.00 
1.00 
1.00 
.00 
.00 
.00 
1.00 
1.00 
1.0!) 
1.00 
1.00 
.33 
.33 
.00 
1.00 
.67 
.67 



08/16/2010 
1 1/22/2010 



03/2S/20U 
01/13/2011 



EE 10/05/2010 

W 03/25/2011 
Q 03V21/2OU 



.00 
1.00 
1.00 
LOO 
.00 
.00 
LOO 
LOO 
LOO 
LOO 
LOO 
J3 
.33 
.40 
LOO 
.67 
.67 



Squad last 



ReportI>ate: 4/26/2012 

JElttiinrtion: UNIVERSITY OF OREGON 

CSly/Siatfi: EUGENE, OR 



Academic Year: 2010-1 1 
Sport: Football 
Maximum Grants Permitted: 85.0 



Namt/LD.No. 



E 
L 
I 
G 



F W S 



Status of Student 




Financial Aid 




£ 
X 
E 


Countable Players 


Change in 
Status 


Rev. 
Dist. 




















M 


















Term 1st 
enrolled 
AnyYonr 


#yrs 
rec^d 

Sid : 


#of 
seas 
utfl 


Recr. 


Period 
of 

award 


Athletic 

grant 

amount 


Other 
cnlbL 
aid 


Total 
cctbL 
aid 


n 

r 
T 


Full 

grant 

amount 


Ini- 
tial 


Over- 
all 


Equi- 
valent 
award 


Reason 


Date 


Equi- 
valent 
award 




F-09 F-09 


XO 


ix 


N 




sxo 


$.00 


sxo 




S20.263.0fi 






.00 






.00 


W-11 W-ll 


m 


ao 


Y 


W/S 


$26,816.00 


S.00 


S 26,01 6X0 




540.225.00 


X 


X 


.67 


A. 


12/21/2010 


.67 


F-06 F-07 


LOO 


1.0 


N 




SXO 


S.00 


S.00 




S20.263.00 






.00 


A 


09/07/2010 


XO 


F-10 F-10 


.00 


0.0 


Y 


r • 


S40.22S.00 


S.00 


CdATU AO 

J*tv. ii 1 ■ W 




540.225.00 


X 


X 


1.00 






1X0 


F-09 F-09 


.00 


0.0 


N 




sxo 


S.00 


S.00 




S37.8I3.00 






.00 


A 


09/D7/2010 


.00 


F-09 S-ll 


200 


2X 


Y 


s 


S13.408.00 


S.00 


S 13*408.00 


x 


S40.225.00 






.00 


AY 


03/28/2011 


.33 


F-10 F-10 


.00 


ao 


N 




Sin 


S.00 


S.00 




S3S.904.00 






.00 


A 


09/30/2010 


.00 


F-06 F-C6 


xo 




N 


fy 


S37.8I3XQ 


S.00 


S37.813X0 




S37.813.00 




X 


1.00 






1.00 


F-09 F-09 


1.00 


ix 


Y 


FY 


S37.813.00 


$.00 


S37.813X0 




S37.813.00 




X 


1.00 






1X0 


F-10 F-10 


.00 


0.0 


Y 




SXO 


SXO 


SJOO 




J37.B13.00 






M 






XO 


F-07 F-07 


3.00 


3-0 


Y 


FY 


$37,813-00 


sxo 


$37.8 13.00 




$37,813.00 




X 


1.00 






1X0 


F-07 F-07 


zoo 


2X 


N 




SjOO 


sxo 


SXO 




S37.813X0 






.00 






.00 


F-OS F-08 


2jOO 


2D 


Y 


FY 


520,263.00 


S.00 


$20,263X0 




S20.263.00 




X 


1.00 






1X0 


F-10 F-10 


.00 


OlO 


Y 


FY 


S40.225.00 


sxo 


S40.225X0 




$40,225.00 


X 


X 


1X0 






1.00 


F-09 F-09 


.00 


IX 


Y 




$.00 


sxo 


SXO 




S37.S12X0 






.00 






.00 


F-09 F-09 


.00 


1.0 


N 




SjOO 


sxo 


S.00 




S37.512.00 






.00 






.00 


F-09 


1.00 


1.0 


Y 


FY 


SLOO 


S.00 


S.00 




S19.962.00 






.00 






.00 



Report Date: 4/2672012 
Institution: UNIVERSITY OF OREGON 
tfss. BUtJHNB,OR 



Squad List 



Academic Year: 2010-11 
Sport: Football 
Maximum Grants Permitted: 85.0 



NoiiBftdb.N& 


E 
L 
I 

G 


Status of Student 


Financial Aid 


E 
X 
E 
M 


Countable Players 


Change in 
Status 


Rev. 
Dlst. 






F W S 


Term 1st 


#vrs 


Uot 


Rccr. 


Period 


Athletic 


Other 


Total 


P 


Full 


Ini- 


Over- 


Equi- 


Reason 


Date 


Equi- 








enrolled 


ree'd 


seas 




of 


grant 


cntbL 


cntbl. 


T 


grant 


tial 


all 


valent 






valent 








Any Your 


aid 


utn 




award 


amount 


aid 


aid 




amount 






award 






award 





F-07 F-07 


3.00 


2.0 


Y 


FY 


$37313.00 


$.00 


$37313.00 


$37313.00 




X 


1.00 






1.00 


F-09 F-09 


1.00 


14 


Y 


FY 


$37,813.00 


$.00 


$37,813.00 


$37,813.00 




X 


1.00 






1.00 


F-09 F-09 


1.00 


1.0 


Y 


FY 


S20.263.00 


S40 


$20,26340 


$20,263.00 




X 


1. 00 






1.00 


F-09 F-09 


1D0 


14 


Y 


FY 


S3231340 


S.00 


$32313.00 


$37313.00 




X 


.87 






.»7 


F-10 F-10 


.00 


0.0 


Y 


FY 


$40,225.00 


$.00 


$40,225.00 


$40,225.00 


X 


X 


t.co 






1.00 


F-10 F-10 


.00 


0.0 


Y 


FY 


S40.225.00 


$40 


S40.225.00 


$40,225.00 


X 


X 


1.00 


A 


09/20/2010 


1.00 


F-08 F-08 


.00 


24 


Y 


FY 


$20^63 40 


$.00 


S20J63.00 


$20,263.00 




X 


l.OO 






1.00 


F-OS F-C6 


4X0 


3.0 


Y 


FY 


S3731340 


$.00 


S37J8 13.00 


$37313.00 




X 


1.00 






l.OO 


F-10 F-10 


.00 


0.0 


Y 


FY 


S40.22S.00 


$40 


$40025.00 


$40,225.00 


X 


X 


1.00 






1.00 


F-10 F-10 


.00 


00 


Y 


FY 


$37.31240 


$.00 


$37 J 12.00 


$37,512.00 


X 


X 


1.00 






1.00 


F-06 F-08 


440 


34 


Y 


FY 


$3731340 


$40 


S37313.00 


$37313.00 




X 


1.00 






1.00 


F-09 F-09 


IjQO 


14 


Y 


FY 


$3731340 


$40 


$37,813.00 


S37313.00 




X 


1.00 






1.00 


F-07 F-07 


3X0 


34 


Y 


F 


312,604.00 


S40 


$12,604.00 


$37313.00 




X 


.33 


G 


01/13/2011 


.33 


F-08 F-08 


2.00 


2.0 


Y 


FY 


$3731340 


S40 


$37,813.00 


$3731340 




X 


1.00 






1.00 


F-08 F-08 


.00 


04 


N 




$40 


$40 


S.00 


$37,813.00 






.00 


c 


05/10/2011 


.00 


F-06 F-06 


4.00 


3.0 


Y 


F 


$12.60440 


S.00 


$11604.00 


$37313.00 




X 


J3 


w 


03/25/201 1 


33 


F-08 F-08 


100 


10 


Y 


FY 


$37,813.00 


s.oo 


$37313.00 


S373I3.00 




X 


1.00 






1.00 



Squad Lost 



rl^ixitJfom. 4/26/2012 

UNIVERSITY OF OREGON 
EUGENE, OR 



Academic Year: 2010-1 1 
Sport: Football 
Maximum Grants Permitted: 85.0 



Name/LD.No. 


E 
L 
I 

C 


Status of Student 




Financial Aid 




E 
X 
E 


Countable Players 


Change in 
Status 


Rev. 
Dist. 






















M 




















F W S 


Term 1st 
enrolled 
Any your 


#yrs 
rec*d 
aid 


#of 
seas 

uta 


Rccr. 


Period 
of 

award 


Athletic 

grant 

amount 


Otter 
cntbL 
aid 


Total 
cntbl. 
aid 


P 
T 


Full 

grant 

amount 


Ini- 
tial 


Over- 
all 


Equi- 
valent 
award 


Reason 


Date 


Equi- 
valent 
award 





F-QB F-08 
F-10 F-10 
F-06 F-06 
F-05 F-06 
P.0> F-09 
F4B F-09 
F-07 F-07 
F-07 F-07 
F-07 S4» 
F-09 F-«9 
P-10 F-10 
S-11 S-]J 
F-07 F-07 
F-09 P-09 
F-10 F-10 
F-10 F-10 
S-10 S-10 



2.00 


2.0 


Y 


FY 


S37X13X0 


S.00 


X0 


OX 


S 




SXO 


SXO 


4X0 


3X 


Y 


FAV 


S25.208X0 


5.00 


1X0 


ZO 


M 


FY 


S37X13XD 


SCO 


.00 


1.0 


Y 




SXO 


SXO 


1X0 


tx 


Y 


FY 


$37,813X0 


SXO 


3X0 


2X 


Y 


FY 


S12.604X0 


$.00 


3X0 


3X 


Y 


F/W 


S25£0SX0 


SXO 


330 


4X 


Y 


F7W 


£25£OSXD 


SXO 


LOO 


IX 


Y 


FY 


$37^13X0 


SXO 


X0 


OX 


Y 


FY 


S22&73X0 


SXO 


X0 


OX 


Y 


S 


57,558X0 


SXO 


3X0 


3X 


Y 


F/5 


$25,208X0 


SXO 


XO 


OX 


N 




SXO 


S.00 


XO 


0.0 


Y 


FY 


540025.00 


SXO 


XO 


0.0 


Y 


FY 


S40.22SX0 


S.00 


.30 


IX 


Y 


FY 


537412.00 


S.00 



$37,813X0 

SXO 
$25,208X0 
S37XI3XO X 

SXO 
$37,813X0 
$12X04.00 
S252DSX0 
S25.20S.00 
$37,813.00 
522,675X0 
S7.55BX0 X 
$25,203X0 

S.00 
$40,225X0 
540025.00 
S37.5 12.00 



S37.813.00 

S37.S13.00 

$37,813.00 

$37,813.00 

S37.5 12.00 

$37,813.00 

S37X13X0 

S37JBI3.00 

S37.813X0 

$37X13.00 

$22,675.00 X 

S22,675.00 

S37.813.00 

S37.813.00 

540.225X0 X 

S40.225.00 X 

S37.5I2.00 X 



1.00 
.00 



X 


.67 




.00 




.00 


X 


1.00 


X 


33 


X 


.67 


X 


.67 


X 


1.00 


X 


1X0 




XO 


X 


.67 




.00 


X 


1.00 


X 


1X0 


X 


1.00 



C 10/13/2010 
W 03/25/2011 
EE 10/05/2010 



W 01/16/2011 
O 03/25/201 1 
W 03,25/2011 



AY 03/28/2011 
A 03/21/2011 
A 09/07/2010 



1.00 
.00 
.67 
1X0 
.00 
1.00 
33 
£7 
.67 
1.00 
1.00 
J3 
.67 
.00 
1X0 
1.00 
1.00 



Squad List 



RqiottDate: 4/26/2012 
XnftiMa: UNIVERSITY OF OREGON 
EUGENE, OR 



Academic Year: 2010-11 
Sport: Football 
Maximum Grants Permitted: 8S.0 



Nami^IJDvNa. 


E 
L 
1 


Status of Student 




Financial Aid 




E 
X 
E 


Countable Players 


Change in 
Status 


Rev. 
Dist 






G 


















M 




















F W S 


Term 1st 
enrolled 
Any Your 


rec'd 
aid 


»of 
seas 
iml 


Recr. 


Period 

or 

award 


Athletic 

grant 

amount 


Other 
cntbl. 
aid 


Total 
cntbl. 
aid 


1* 

T 


Full 

grant 

amount 


Ini- 
tial 


Over- 
all 


Equi- 
valent 
award 


Reason 


Date 


Equi- 
valent 
award 





F-07 WW 
F-09 F-10 
S-10 S-10 
F-OS F-08 
F-07 F-08 
P-08 F-08 
F-09 F-09 
F-07 F-07 
F-06 F-06 
F-06 F-06 
F-07 F-07 
F-04 F-09 
S-08 W-10 
F-09 F-09 
F-07 F-07 
F-10 F-10 
F-09 F-09 



3.00 
.00 
JO 
J00 
StO 
.00 
1.00 
100 
4.00 
2.00 
3.00 
.00 
2.00 
1.00 
100 
J00 
.00 



3.0 Y 

0.0 N 

0.0 V 

2.0 N 

10 N 

2jD V 

L0 Y 

2J3 Y 

3.0 Y 

3.0 Y 

ZD Y 

3.0 N 

2.0 Y 

1.0 Y 

3.0 Y 

0.0 Y 

0.0 Y 



FY 



FY 
FY 

F 

F 

FY 
FY 
FY 
FY 
F/S 
FY 
FY 



S!2jG04.00 
S.00 
$37.5120)0 
S.00 
S.00 
S.00 
$37,813.00 
$33,813.00 
S12.60-1.00 
S12.6O4.00 
$37,813.00 
$20,263.00 
S37.813.00 
$37,813.00 
$25,203.00 
J40.225.00 
S.00 



S.00 

sxto 

SX0 

sxo 

S.00 
SD0 
S.00 
S.00 
S.00 
S.00 
S.00 
S.00 
S.00 
S.00 
S.00 



SI 2.604.00 
S.00 
S37.5 12.00 
SjOO 
S.00 
S.00 
S37.8 13.00 
S33.813.0O 
SI2.604.00 
$12,604.00 
$37,813.00 
520,263.00 
S37.R 13.00 
S37.8 13.00 
S25.2Q8.00 
S40.225.00 
S.00 



S37,S13.0O 

S20.263.00 

S37.5 12.00 X 

$20,263.00 

$20,263.00 

S37.5I2.00 

S37.8I3.00 

$37,813.00 

S37.8I3.00 

$37,813.00 

$37313.00 

S20.263.00 X 

S37.8H.00 

S37.8I3.0O 

S37.8I3.00 

S40.225.0U X 

S20.263.00 



J3 \V 

.00 A 
1.00 

.00 

.GO 

.00 
1.00 

.89 

.33 G 
.33 O 

1.00 

1.00 

1.00 

1.00 

.67 A 
1.00 

.00 C 



01/13/ZDll 
09/15/2010 



01/13/2011 
01/13/2011 



03/21/2011 



03/30/2011 



J3 
.00 
1.00 
.00 
.00 
.00 
1.00 
.R9 
Ji 
.33 
1.00 
(.00 
1.00 
I. CO 
.67 
1.00 
.00 



l$ppjpE^&': 4/26/2012 

UNIVERSITY OF OREGON 
EUGENE, OR 



Squad List 



Academic Yean 2010-11 
Sport: Football 
Maximum Grants Permitted: 85.0 





E 
L 
I 

G 


Status of Student 


Financial Aid 


E 
X 
E 
M 


Countable Players 


Change in 
Status 


Rev. 
Dist. 






F W S 


Term 1st 




#Of 


Seer. 


Period 


Athletic 


Other 


Total 


P 


Full 


Ini- 


Over- 


Equi- 


Reason 


Date 


Equi- 








enrolled 


recld 


seas 




Of 


grant 


cnthl. 


cntbL 


T 


grant 


tial 


all 


valent 






valent 








Any Yonr 


aid 


*m 




award 


amount 


aid 


aid 




amount 






award 






award 





F-07 F-09 


.00 


2.0 


N 




S-00 


S.00 


100 


$20263X0 






.00 


A 


09/07/2010 


.00 


S-10 S-10 


30 


OS) 


Y 


FY 


S37£1Z00 


100 


$37.5 1Z00 


S37.5 12.00 


X 


X 


1.00 






1.00 


F-10 F-10 


.00 


0.0 


Y 


FY 


$40,225.00 


100 


$40,225.00 


S4022S.OO 


X 


X 


1.00 






1. 00 


F-IO F-10 


.00 


0J0 


N 




$.00 


100 


100 


S37.813.00 






.00 






.00 


F-09 F-09 


1.00 


1.0 


Y 


FY 


S.00 


100 


100 


S19.962.00 






.00 






.00 


F-10 F-10 


.00 


0.0 


N 




$.00 


100 


$.00 


$37,813.00 






.00 






.00 


F-08 F-08 


.00 


2.0 


Y 


FY 


$.00 


$.00 


100 


$20263.00 






.00 






.00 


F-flB F-OS 


2.00 


2.0 


Y 


FY 


$37,813.00 


100 


$37,813.00 


$37,813.00 




X 


liK) 






1.00 


F-10 F-10 


.00 


ao 


N 




S.00 


100 


$.00 


$37,813.00 






.00 


c 


01/03/201 1 


.00 


F-09 F-09 


.00 


1.0 


N 




$.00 


100 


sxo 


$20263.00 






.00 






.00 


F-Cfi F-10 


1.00 


2.0 


N 




$.00 


100 


100 


$20263.00 






.00 






.00 


W-08 W-08 


Z70 


zo 


Y 


FY 


$37,813.00 


s.uo 


$37,813.00 


$37,813.00 




X 


1.00 






1.00 


F-07 F-07 


2.00 


2.0 


N 




S.00 


100 


SJO 


S20263.00 






.00 






.00 


F-10 F-10 


.00 


0.0 


Y 


FY 


100 


S.00 


$.00 


$19,962.00 






.00 






.00 


F-OS F-06 


4.00 


3.0 


Y 


F 


$6,754.00 


100 


$6.7541)0 


$20263.00 




X 


. .33 


C 


01/12/2011 


J3 


F-08 F-10 


.00 


0.0 


N 




100 


100 


S.00 


S37.8 13.00 






.00 


c 


01/31/2011 


.00 


F-08 S-09 


100 


ZO 


Y 


FY 


S37.813.00 


100 


$37^13.00 


$37,813.00 




X 


1.00 






1.00 



Report Dale: 4/26/2012 

Institution! UNIVERSITY OF OREGON 

City/State: EUGENE, OR 



Squad List 



Academic Year: 2010-11 
Sport: Football 
Maximum Crams Permitted: 8S.0 



Name/LD. No. 


£ 
L 
I 

G 


Status of Student 


Financial Aid 


E 
X 
E 
M 


Countable Players 


Change in 
Status 


Rev. 
Dist. 






F W S 


Term 1st 


#yrs 


#of 


Rccr. 


Period 


Athletic 


Other 


Total 


1' 


Full 


Ini- 


Over- 


Equi- 


Reason 


Date 


Equi- 








enrolled 


ree'd 


seas 




of 


grant 


cntbL 


cntbL 


T 


grant 


tial 


all 


valent 






valent 








Any Your 


aid 


mil 




award 


amount 


aid 


aid 




amount 






award 






award 





Squad-List totals 



F-07 F-07 


3.00 


10 


y 


FY 


S37.813.00 


S.00 


137,813.00 


$37,813.00 




X 


1. 00 






1.00 


F-10 F-10 


.00 


0.0 


N 




S.00 


S.00 


S.00 


S19.962.00 






.00 


A 


09/07/2010 


.00 


F-07 F-07 


3.00 


2.0 


Y 


FY 


$37,813.00 


S.00 


S37.8 13.00 


S37.SIJ.00 




X 


1.00 






1. 00 


F-10 F-10 


.00 


0.0 


Y 


FY 


S40.225.00 


S.00 


S40.225.00 


S40.225.00 


X 


X 


1 00 






1.00 


F-07 F-07 


3.00 


2JD 


Y 


FY 


$37,813.00 


S.00 


S37.8 13.00 


S37.813.00 




X 


1.00 






1.00 


F-10 F-10 


.00 


0.0 


Y 


FY 


522.675X0 


S.00 


S22.675.C0 


S22.675.00 


X 


X 


1.00 






S.00 


W-08 W-10 


3.00 


2.0 


Y 


FY 


$37,813.00 


S.00 


S37.813.00 


S37.8 13.00 


X 


X 


1.00 






1. 00 


F-10 F-10 


.00 


0.0 


Y 


FAV 


525O08J00 


S.00 


S2S.208.00 


$37,813.00 


X 


X 


n7 


C 


03^1/7.011 


.67 


F-10 F-10 


.00 


0.0 


N 




$.00 


$.00 


S.00 


$37,512.00 






.00 


c 


02/14/2011 


.00 


W-08 W-08 


2.70 


2.0 


Y 


FY 


S37.813.00 
$2,836,587.00 


sxo 


S37.8 13.00 
S2,727,391.00 


S37.8 13.00 


24 


X 

85 


1.0(1 

74.76 






1.00 

77.82 



*» Student-athlete's aid counts In another sport 
+«SnidBirtrOlhlete has been over-awarded 
>°T«uh Omit exceeded 



fifrnftpp^ yjjy mi fori % 

Penalties (CP) 


Legislated Maximum 
Team Limit for Sport 

w 


CPTteara is 
Subject to in 2015-11 


CP Curried Over bom PREVIOUS 
Academic Year CiT any) Applicable 
to Current Academic Year (z) 
(N/A in 2005-06) 


Maximum Tfcatn limit for 
Tbii Academic Year 
Or-*)-* 


CP AppBeablc to 2010-1 1 
Carried Over to 2011-12 (ifaoy) 














Form completed 


by: 


Title: 


Telephone: 


Date: 



Form approved by: Date: 



Director of Athletics* Signature: Date: _ 

Head Conch's Signature: Date: 

AddlnonalSlgnoturc: Title: 

AtldHiomilf Ignflrnre: Title: ____ 

Reqtu^ by Bylaw 15.SL10.2. File in director of athletics* office. 



Squad List 



Report Date: 4/26/2012 
Institution: UNIVERSITY 

OREGON 
Cily/Stoto: EUGENE, OR 



OF 



Academic Year: 2011 - 12 
Sport: Football 

Maximum Grants Permitted: 85.0 
First Contest of the FALL Segment: 09/03/201 1 
First Contest of the SPRING Segment: 



Namc/JJXNo, 


E 
L 
I 
G 


Status of Student 


Financial Aid 


E 
X 
E 
M 


Countable Players 


Change in 
Status 


Rev. 
Dist. 






F W S 


Term 1st 


#yrs 


#of 


Recr. 


Period 


Athletic 


Other 


Total 


P 


Full 


Ini- 


Over- 


Equi- 


Reason 


Date 


Equi- 








enrolted 


rec*d 


seas 




of 


grant 


cntbL 


cntbl. 


T 


grant 


tial 


all 


valent 






valent 








A n y 


aid 


trtil 




award 


amount 


aid 


aid 




amount 






award 






award 








Your 



































F-08 F-08 


3.00 


2.0 


Y 


FY 


$38,789.00 


S.00 


538,789.00 


$38,789.00 




X 


1.00 






1.00 


S-12 S-12 


M 


0.0 


Y 


S 


512^29.00 


S.00 


512^29.00 


S38.789.00 


X 


X 


J3 


A 


04/02/2012 


.33 


F-09 F-09 


2.00 


1.0 


Y 


FY 


S38.789.00 


S.00 


S38.789.00 


S3 8,789.00 




X 


1.00 






1.00 


S-07 S-07 


4.30 


3.0 


Y 


F 


S11929.00 


S.00 


512,929.00 


S38.789.00 




X 


-33 


Q 


01/09/2012 


.33 


F-10 F-10 


.00 


0.0 


N 


FY 


$.00 


S.00 


S.00 


S39.988.00 






.00 






.00 


F-ll F-ll 


.00 


0.0 


N 




S.00 


S.00 


S.00 


S19.234.00 






.00 


A 


09/30/201 1 


.00 


F-08 F-08 


3.00 


2,0 


Y 


FY 


S38.789.00 


s.oo 


S38.789.00 


S38.789.00 




X 


1.00 






1.00 


P-t0 F-10 


.00 


ao 


Y 




S.00 


$.00 


S.00 


S38,7S9.00 






.00 


A 


OS/22101 1 


.00 


S-12 S-12 


.00 


0.0 


Y 


S 


S12.929.00 


$.00 


512529.00 


X 538.789.00 


X 




.00 


AY 


04/02/2012 


.33 


F-08 F-08 


1.00 


2.0 


Y 


FY 


S38.7B9.00 


s.oo 


S38.789.00 


538.789.00 




X 


1.00 






1.00 


F-10 F-10 


LOO 


ao 


Y 


FY 


S38.789.00 


s.oo 


S38.7S9.00 


S38.789.00 




X 


1.00 






1.00 


F-09 F-09 


2.00 


1.0 


Y 


FY 


S38.789.00 


s.oo 


S38.789.00 


$38,789.00 




X 


1.00 






1.00 


F-ii F-n 


.00 


0.0 


Y 


FY 


S38.789.00 


S.00 


S38.789.00 


S38.789.00 


X 


X 


1.00 






1.00 


F-09 F-10 


2.00 


1.0 


N 




S.00 


$.00 


S.OO 


SI 9,934.00 






.00 


Q 


01/09/2012 


.00 



Report Date; 4/26/2012 

InstltirtiOii: UNIVERSITY 

OREGON 
City/State: EUGENE, OR 



SqundList 



OF 



Academic Year: 2011-12 
Sport: Football 

Maximum Grants Permitted: 85.0 
First Contest of the FALL Segment: 09/03/20 1 1 
First Contest of the SPRING Segment: 



Status of Student 




Financial Aid 




E 
A 

£ 


Countable Players 


Change in 
Status 


Rev. 

UlSt. 


















M 
















Term 1st 

Any 
Yonr 


#yrs 

ICC u 

aid 


#of 

am 


Recr. 


Period 
Of 

sword 


Athletic 
amount 


Other 

uUKUl* 

aid 


Total 
cntbL 
aia 


P 
T 


Full 
amount 


Ini- 
tial 
HUM 


Over- 
nil 


Equi- 
award 


Reason 


Date 


Equi- 
valent 
award 


W-08 W-08 


3.70 


2.0 


Y 


FY 


$38,789X0 


5.00 


$38,789.00 




$38,789.00 




X 


1.00 






1.00 


F-09 F-09 


2-00 


2.0 


Y 


FY 


$38,789.00 


S.00 


$38,789.00 


X 


$38,789.00 






.00 


M 




1X0 


F-09 F-09 


X0 


0.0 


N 




SX0 


SX0 


$.00 




SI 9.934.00 






.oo 






.00 


W-09 W-09 


2.70 


1.0 


Y 


FY 


S38JS9X0 


$.00 


S3 8.789.00 




$38,789.00 




X 


1.00 






1.00 


Ml F-ll 


.00 


00 


Y 


mt 


325jB$8X0 


SX0 


$25,858X0 




$38,789.00 


X 


X 


.67 


Q 


02/24/2012 


.67 


F-ll F-ll 


.00 


0.0 


y 


FY 


$38,789X0 


S.00 


$38,789.00 




$38,789.00 


X 


X 


1.00 






1.00 


F-08 W-10 


3.00 


zo 


V 


FY 


©8,789X0 


SXO, 


$38,789.00 




$38,789.00 




X 


LOO 






1.00 


F-09 F-09 


2.00 


2.0 


Y 


FY 


J32.789.0t) 


too 


$38,789.00 




$38,789.00 




X 


1X0 






1.00 


P-0S F-08 


3X0 


2.0 


Y 


FY 


$38,759.00 


$.00 


538,789.00 




$38,789.00 




X 


1.00 






1.00 


F-09 F-09 


2.00 


IX 


Y 




sxb 


$.00 


S.00 




S3R.789.00 






.00 


Q 


08/29^2011 


xo 


S-ll S-IJ 


-50 


ox 


Y 


FY 


SI9.934-0O 


5.00 


$19,934.00 




$19,934.00 




X 


1.00 






1.00 


F-10 F-10 


1.00 


0.0 


Y 


FY 


$38,789.00 


$.00 


$38,789.00 




$38,789.00 




X 


1.00 






1.00 


F-09 F-09 


.00 


1.0 


N 




SX0 


$-00 


S.00 




$19,934.00 






.00 






.00 


W-1I W-ll 


1.00 


ao 


Y 


FY 


$38,789X0 


SXO 


$38,789X9 




$38,789.00 




X 


1.00 






1.00 



F W s 



Squad List 



ReeottPaie: 4/26/2012 
InrtBtitfoo: UNIVERSITY 

OREGON 
City/State: EUGENE, OR 



OF 



Academic Year: 2011-12 
Sport: Football 

Maximum Grants Permitted: 85. 
First Contest of the FAUL Segment: 09/03/201 1 
First Contest of the SPRING Segment: 



Nmne/IJXNo. 


E 
L 
I 
G 


Status of Student 


Financial Aid 


E 
X 
E 
M 


Countable Players 


Change in 
Status 


Rev. 
Dist. 






F \V S 


Term 1st 


§ yrs 


#of 


Rccn 


Period 


Athletic 


Other 


Total 


V 


FuU 


Ini- 


Over- 


Equi- 


Reason 


Date 


Equi- 








enrolled 


ree'd 


sens 




of 


grant 


cntbL 


cntbl. 


T 


grant 


tial 


all 


valent 






valent 








Any 


aid 


utll 




award 


amount 


aid 


aid 




amount 






award 






award 








Your 



































F-ll F-ll 


.00 


0i) 


Y 




S.00 


SJX) 


S.00 


S38.789.00 






.00 


Q 


01/09/2012 


.00 


F-10 F-J0 


1.00 


0.0 


Y 


FY 


S38.7S9.00 


S.00 


S38.789.00 


S3S.789.00 




X 


1.00 






1.00 


P-09 F-09 


.00 


1.0 


N 




S.00 


S.00 


S.00 


S38.789.00 






.00 


A 


09/06/201 1 


.00 


F-09 s-n 


2.00 


2.0 


Y 


FY 


S38.7S9.00 


S.0D 


S38.789.00 


S38.789.00 


X 


X 


1.00 






1.00 


F-ll F-ll 


.00 


0X3 


Y 


FY 


$38,789.00 


S.00 


$38,789.00 


S38.789.00 


X 


X 


1.00 






1.00 


F-ll F-ll 


.00 


0.0 


Y 


FY 


S19.934.00 


S.00 


519,934.00 


S19.934.00 


X 


X 


1.00 






1.00 


F-ll F-ll 


.00 


0.0 


Y 


FY 


S3S.789.00 


$.co 


S38.789.00 


$38,789.00 


X 


X 


1.00 






1.00 


F-10 F-10 


.00 


0.0 


N 




S.00 


SJW 


S.00 


S38.0S9.00 






.00 






.00 


F-09 F-09 


100 


1.0 


Y 


FY 


538.789.00 


S.00 


S38.789.00 


$38,789.00 




X 


1.00 






1.00 


F-ll F-ll 


.00 


0.0 


Y 


FY 


S38.789.00 


SJW 


S38.789.00 


$38,789.00 


X 


X 


1.00 






1.00 


F-ll F-ll 


.00 


0.0 


Y 


FY 


538.789.00 


S.00 


$38,789.00 


S3S.789.00 


X 


X 


1.00 






1.00 


F-10 F-10 


.DO 


0J0 


Y 




S.00 


S.00 


$.00 


$38,789.00 






.00 


A 


0S.M9/2011 


.00 


F-07 F-07 


4.00 


3.0 


Y 


F 


S12.929.00 


S.00 


$12,929.00 


$38,789.00 




X 


.33 


c 


01/09/2012 


.33 


F-07 F-07 


.00 


3.0 


N 


FY 


S3S.789.0O 


S.00 


S38.7S9.00 


S38.789.00 




X 


1.00 






1.00 



Report Date: 4/26/2012 
Instituliou: UNIVERSITY 



OF 



OREGON 
te: EUGENE OR 








Academic Yc:ir: 2011-12 
Sport: I'oothnll 

Maximum CIrnnis Permitted: SS.O 
Firsi Contest of flit; KALI- Segment: 09/03/2011 
Firsl Contest of the SPRING Segment: 



V W S 



Status of Student 



Term 1st 
enrolled 
A n y 
Yottr 

F-0S FOB 



if JOT 
ree'd 
aid 



3.00 2.0' Y 



# of | Keen 
seas 
ttCO 



Financial Aid 



Period 

or 

award 



Athletic 

ynmt 

amount 



F-J0 F 10 



r-09 F-04 



F-07 F-07 



F-09 P-OT 
F-09 F-09 



F-10 F-ill 
F-10 F-10 
F-0S F-08 
F-10 F-10 



1.00 0.0 Y 
.00 

.00 1.0 N 

.00 1.0 Y 

4.00 3.0 Y 

.00 0.0 Y 

I'.cu 2.0 Y 

2.1!0 1.0 Y 

:no i.o y 

1.00 1.0 Y 

UN no y 

1 00 2.0 Y 

1.00 1.0 Y 



FY 
FY 
FY 



FY 




Countable Players 


Change in 
Status 


Rev. 
Dist. 


Full 

tyrant 

amount 


Itii- 
Ei:il 


Over- 
all 


Equi- 
valent 
award 


Reason 


Date 


Fcpii- 
valeitt 
award 


519.934,00 






.00 


'J 




.00 


S3 6,789.00 




X 


- 1.00 






1.00 


538.78-).00 




X 


.33 
.00 






.33 
.00 


S21.133.00 
538.789.00 




X 


.00 
100 






.00 
1.00 




X 


m 






1.00 


S3S.7Ky.00 




X 


.33 


c 


I2KV2UI 


J3 


S19.93-l.00 




X 


1.00 






1.00 


S3S.78y.O0 




X 


.S7 






.87 


S3S.7IW.00 




X 


1.00 






IJ» 


S38.78^.0[» 




X 


1.00 






1.00 


$19,934.00 




X 


1.00 






1.00 


S3S.7K<U>J 




X 


1.00 






IM 



